OBSEHVATIONS 

Dr.  DUIGENAN's 

FAIR  REPRESENTATION 

>■ 

Of  tTVc^  prefent  Political  State 

OF 

IRELAND; 

Particularly,  with  refpeft  to  his 

STR ICTURES 

On  a  Pamphlet,  entitled  the 

CASE  OF  IRELAND  RECONSIDERED, 
By  PATRICK  LATTIN,  Esq. 

O  NAVIS!   REFERENT  IN   MARS    TE  NOVI 
fLUQTUS?    O   qjJlD    AGIS!  FORTITER  OCCUPA 
POR  TUM.— 

MOR. 


If  ive  ivire  one  people  with  the  BritiJA  nation ,  it  -would  w>t  he  necejfary,  for  the 
f ..fety  of  the  empire  at  large,  to  curb  Romaniji^,  by  any  ekcluf've  law  ivbat- 
e-jir. 

Dr<  Duigenan's  Anfwer  to  Mr.  Grattan. 


LONDON: 

SOLD   BY  J.  DEBRETT,  PICCADILLY. 


.1  soo. 


T.  Burton,  Piirtsr, -» 
iitlle  (jueen-ftreet.  j 


,Z 


P  R  E  F  A  C  E. 


In  the  following  pages  I  have  endea^ 
voured  to  fulfill  a  duty  which  I  confidered 
incumbent  on  me;  and  to  refute  the  im- 
putations which  ^'  The  Cafe  of  Ireland 
Reconfidered'  has  drawn  on  the  Roman 
Catholics,  not  only  of  Ireland,  but  of 
the  whole  world,  from  Dr.  Duigenan. 
Profeffing  to  write  for  the  inftru£lion  of 
the  Englifli  nation,  he  appears  totally  ig- 
norant of  their  diftin£live  character.  On 
his  o^vn  authority,  he  paffes  at  once  upon 
all  Roman  Catholics  fuch  a  fentence,  as 
an  Englifh  Jury,  after  the  moft  minute 
inveftigation  of  fails,  guided  by  the 
ableft  and  moft  impartial  opinion,  w^ould 
8  hefitate 
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hefitate  to  pronounce  upon  a  lingle  indi- 
vidual* 

The  charge,  brought  by  the  Dodlor, 
againft  the  body  of  his  Majefty's  Roman 
Catholic  fubje6ts,  is  certainly  moft  feri- 
ous;  it  accufes  them,  both  generally  and 
individually,  of  the  higheft  crim^  known 
to  the  laws  of  civil  fociety — of  treafon 
and  rebellion,  which  he  aflirms  are  en- 
grafted in  their  minds,  by  the  tenets  of 
their  religion. 

I  am  certain,  however,  that  the  impar- 
tiality of  the  Britifh  public,  will  not  con- 
demn fo  large  a  p^ortion  of  their  fellow- 
fubjefts,  merely  becaufe  they  are  accufed, 
and  that  they  will  be  anxious  to  invefti- 
gate  the  grounds  on  which  it  has  been 
attem^pted  to  eftablilh  and  to  repel  the  ac- 
cufation* 


OBSER- 


OBSERVATIONS, 


Finding  that  a  book/  v/hich  has  lately  been 
publifhed  by  Wright,  in  London,  and  Millikin, 
in  Dublin,  with  the  name  of  Patrick  Duigenan, 
L.  L.  D.  contains  many  unwarranted  inferences, 
from  different  paffages  of  a  pamphlet,  intitled, 
Tbe  Cafe  of  Ireland  reconfidered^  in  Anjwer  to 
Arguments  for  and  againfi  an  Unionf  and  that 
many  fentimcnts  are  imputed  to  its  Author, 
which,  not  only  upon  minute  -  examination,  are 
not  there  to  be  found  either  exprefled  or  implied, 
but  are  in  abfolute  contradidlion  to  what  is  there 
advanced  i  it  is  hoped  the  public  will  not  dif- 
B  countenance 
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roiintenance  an  attempt  to  fet  them  right,  with 
refpe^l  to  thefe,  and  fome  other  mif-ftatements, 
and  fome  quotations  fo  glaringly  falfe,  that  it  is 
not  eafy  to  conceive  how  they  efcaped  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Author  of  this  fair  Reprejentation  of  the 
frejent  State  of  Ireland,  Nor  can  thefe  unlucky 
miftakes,  which  might  be  conflrued  by  fome  into 
want  of  candour,  be  imputed  either  to  hurry,  or 
to  fudden  ebullition  of  temper,  the  author  having 
allowed  himfclf  abundant  time  to  reflc6l»  and  to 
footh  any  degree  of  irritation  proceeding  from 
unufual  contradi6lion  in  a  favourite  opinion. 

Whofoever  takes  upon  himfelf  to  addrefs  the 
public,  upon  any  fubjed  in  which  he  fuppofes 
their  intereft  is  concerned,  endeavours  either  to 
convince  them  of  the  truth  which  he  fupports,  if 
it  be  of  a  nature  to  admit  of  demonftrarion,  or  to 
perfuade  them  to  a  belief  of  it  upon  the  authority 
whence  it  proceeds,  if  it  be  fuch,  as  muft  apply 
rather  to  the  feelings  than  to  the  underftanding. 
Yet  fuch  is  the  prevailing  indolence  of  our  nature, 
when  we  ourfelves  are  not  the  immediate  objedl, 
that  mod  important  facts,  which  admit  of  pofitive 
proof,  are  too  often  taken  upon  the  mere  affer- 
tion  of  whoever  firft  or  laft  advances  them.  There 
is  even  a  fort  of  reputation  of  wifdom  and  know- 
ledge which  may  be  cftablifhed  on  fuch  grounds, 

and 
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and  may  exlft  as  long  as  no  indifcreet  ufe  of  it 
provokes  inquiry.  He  who  has  an  intercft  in  efta- 
blifhing  falfe  opinions,  never  fails  to  profit  of  rhis 
difpofition.  But  before  he  obtains  this  fpecies  of 
implicit  belief,  it  is  reasonable  that  his  candour, 
his  temper,  the  purity  of  his  motives,  fliould  be 
the  proofs  of  his  mifTion,  and  the  grounds  of  paf- 
five  acquiefcence.  If  he  is  found  deficient  in  any 
of  thc'fe  qualities,  he  mufi:  have  recourfe  to  fome 
/  other  mode  of  converfion  for,  even  in  the  moft 
obdurate  breads,  are  feelings  which  fympathife 
with  truth,  and  lead  our  judgement  almo(t  as  in- 
ftindlivcly  as  pity  does  our  moft  unguarded  paf- 
fions,  or  an  innate  fenfe  of  juftice,  our  dealings 
with  mankind ;  it  has  a  chara6ler,  whkby  without 
faffing  through  the  judgement^  gains  the  heart. 

To  fuch  then  as  are  willing  to  take  the  trouble 
of  it,  I  fubmit  the  inveftigation  of  fa6ls  and  of 
proof.  To  thofe  whofe  occupations  or  turn  of 
mind  will  not  allow  them  tp  do  it,  (for  in  fo  critical 
a  moment,  when  the  pohtical  exifi:ence  of  mil- 
lions, and  the  tranquillity  of  a  nation,  are  ac 
flake,  none  will  fay  that  the  fubjeft  is  not  deferving 
of  it);  to  thofe  I  appeal  whether  anger,  violence, 
perfonal  abufe,  and  mifreprefer^tation,  are  among 
the  tokens  of  that  authority  to  which  honed  and 
B  2  fen fible 
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fenfible  men  willingly  refign  their  judgement  ? 
Whether  the  avov;ed  attempt  to  convey  mandates 
or  in{lru6lions,  to  the  prefiding  wifdom  of  a  o;reat 
nation  in  fiich  terms,  be  confident  with  the  deco- 
rum and  refpe6l  to  which  fuch  arduous  and  elevated 
fituations  are  entitled,  or  a  proof  of  thnt  education 
and  knowledge  of  the  better  part  of  mankind, 
which  gives  to  bare  aflertions  a  right,  by  courtefy, 
to  fome  degree  of  deference.    If  the  difqualifica- 
tions  under  which  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland 
labour,  and  the  many  evils  which  proceed  more  from 
their  being  thus  made  a  feparare  clafs  in  the  nation, 
than  from  thofe  difqualifications  thcmfelves,  affe6^- 
ed  them  alone,  to  fpeak  either  on  one  fide  or  the 
other,  might  have  an  appearance  of  party  ;  but 
as  the  inconvenience  is  manifeftly  not  lefs  for  thofe 
who  exclude,  than  for  thofe  who  are  excluded, 
and  has  been  for  more  than  two  centuries  fevereJy 
felt  by  the  empire  at  large,  any  attempt  to  ob- 
viate fo  much  mifchief  will  at  leafl:  be  acquitted 
of  a  partial  motive.    Much  has  been  done  in  the 
generofity  of  the  legiflature  for  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics ;  may  what  remains  be  done  in  its  wifdom 
for  both  Catholic  and  Proteftant ! 

It  is  a  great  fatisfac^ion  to  the  mind,  not  of  one 
particular  clafs  only,  (for  that  would  be  a  narrow 
confideration,)  but  of  every  friend  of  mankind,  to 

compare 
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compare  the  arguments  ufed  twenty  or  thirty  years 
ago,  in  fupportof  the  penal  code,  with  thofe  which 
are  now  advanced,  to  prolong  the  excliifion  of  Ro- 
man Catholics  from  their  full  (hare  in  that  free  ftatc 
of  which  they  are  members.    The  tales  of  the  nur- 
fery  are  now  confined  to'  it,  the  fabrications  which 
thofe  who  fpread  them  would  have  bluflied  to  be 
fuppofed  to  believe,  arc  now  repeated  only  by  men, 
whofecircumfrances  fhut  them  out  from  enlar;e  ed  (o- 
ciety,  who,  if  their  travels  ever  extend  to  thefumrnit 
of  the  neighbouring  mountain,  are  aftoniflied  to  find 
that  the  world  is  fo  large.  The  periods  of  hiftory, 
which  unfortunateh',  even  without  exao^o-eration, 
might  awaken  painful  and  antifocial  fenfations  in 
the-  breaft  of  both  parties,  have  heen  paffed  over 
by  the  greateft  ftatefmen  and  orators  in  the  Britifh 
fcnate,  with  a  magnanimity,  or  touched  upon, 
when  argument  required  it,  with  a  delicacv,  ncx 
the  leaft  afitclinij,  nor  l-rail:  noble  part  of  elo- 
quence.    To  ufe  the  cxprefTive  language  of  a 
great  political  character  upon  that  occafion,  men 
are  now  no  more  furprized  that,  after  raifing  our 
fellow-fubje(ft  from  his  grovelling  fituation,  and 
placing  him  upon  his  feet,  he  fliould  prefume  co 
look  us  in  the  face. 

If  almofl:  every  year  of  the  laft  thirty,  has  pro- 
duced fome  amelioration  of  the  laws  and  fpirit  of 

the 
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the  empire,  in  regard  to  religious  differences, 
if  the  mitigations  and  repeals  of  i:hofe  penal  laws, 
as  well  as  the  liberal  opinions  Vy'hicli  preceded  them, 
have  uniformly  come  from  the  more  improved 
country^  is  there  not  a  moral  certainty  for  the  Ro- 
man Catholic,  that  as  improvement  is  more  diffu- 
fed,  and  intercourfe  becomes  more  frcqaentj  every 
political  diftinclion,  on  account  of  religious  opinion, 
muft  difappear?  To  him  it  is  a  proud  refltrdion, 
that  hiscaufe  is  committed  to  the  progrefs  of  the  hu- 
man mind  ;  to  us  all  a  confoling  one,  that  as  we  be- 
come wifer,  we  become  better  ^  that  ignorance  is  oft- 
ncr  in  the  way  of  general  happinefs  than  malignity. 

Doflor  Duigenan's  book,  I  think,  has  la  good 
chance  of  being  the  laft,  written  in  the  Englifh 
language,  in  the  fpirit  of  the  fixteenth  century. 

Page  16.  The  boldeft  experiment  which,  perhaps,  was 
ever  yet  attempted  upon  the  indolent  acquiefcence 
of  mankind,  at  the  very  door  of  convidlion,  is 
that  which  he  ventures,  in  his  quotation,  of  the 
oath  of  the  Roman  Catholic  titular  bifliops.  He 
attacks  it  with  great  invedlive,  as  inconfiftent  with 
the  allegiance  of  a  fubjeft  to  his  fove reign.  It  is 
the  foundation  of  almoft  all  his  reafoning  againft 
the  admiflion  of  thofe  who  bear  equal  burdens  to 
equal  advantages.  He  has  recourfe  to  the  mecha- 
nical 
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nical  aids  of  eloquence,  the  type  is  changed  to 
rivet  your  attention  to  the  main  jet  and  bea  ing 
of  his  argument,  leaft,  through  any  inadvertence, 
the  words  which  he  has  inferred  into  it,  to  anfwer 
his  purpofc,  fliould  efcape  your  attention. 

But  Dr.  Troy's  publication  which,  upon  thatPa^oral 
and  many  other  occafions  he  quotes  largely,  and  tiQ^s 
as  often  as  it  ferves  his  purpofe,  corredlly,  con-  Dublm, 
tains  17  pages,  from  p.  42  to  59,  of  a  letter  from 
the  late  unfortunate  Pope,  Pius  VI.  of  the  houfe 
of  Brafchi,-  in  Latin,  and  in  Englifh,  explaining 
all  thefe  paiTages  objected  to,  difclaiming  all  thefe 
obnoxious  doctrines,  and  all  interference  with  the 
power   of   princes,   which    might  malignantly 
or   ignorantly    be  inferred  from  them.  But 
above  all,   enjoining  to   all    the  titular  arch- 
biiliops  and  bifhops  of  Ireland,  to  fubftitute,  in 
the  place  of  the  ancient  form  of  oath,  that  oath 
which  was  publicly  repeated  by  the  bifhop  of 
Mohilow,  to  the  great  fatisfa6lion  of  the  court  of 
Peterfburgh,  retrenching  the  words  at  which  the 
Doftor  takes  fo  much  olFence  :  HereticSy  fchij- 
maticSy  and  rebels^  to  cur  holy  Father^    and  his 
fuccejforsy  I  ft  jail  rejij}  a?id  perfecute^  to  my  power; 

and 

•  Whoever  underftands  Latin,  and  has  read  the  oath  in 
that  language,  will  perceive,  that  this  is  not  a  true  tranf- 

lation. 


[    8  ] 

and  concluding  with  thefe  remarkable  words: 
/  will  ohferve  all  and  every  one  of  thefe  things 
the  more  inviolably ^  as  I  am  firmly  convinced,  that 
there  is  nothing  contained  in  thein  which  can  he  con- 
trary to  the  fidelity  I  owe  to  the  moft  ferene  King  cf 
Great  Britain^  and  to  his  fucceffors^  and  to  the  throne^ 
fo  help  rney  Gody  and  thefe  holy  gof pels  of  God,  'Thus  I 
fromife  and  engage :  and  all  this,  that  no  fhadow  of 
pretext  might  be  left  for  ill-will,  calumny,  or 
mifreprefentation.  Yet  the  Author  of  this  Fair 
Reprefentaticn  of  the  prefnt  State  of  Ireland ^  with 
Dr.  Troy's  book  in  his  hand,  aflerts,  that  thefe 
words  are  actually  contained  in  the  oath  of  Roman 
Catholic  titular  bifhops,  and  that  it  is  fuch  as 
he  gives  it,  grounding  upon  it  his  argu- 
ments to  the  people  .of  England,  whom  he 
profefles  to  undeceive,  for  their  confent  to  the 
exclufion  of  two  millions  of  their  fellow- 
fubje6ls  from  the  fame  rights  they  themfelves  en- 
joy, under  the  fame  government,  and  for  which 
they  pay  in  Ireland  the  fame  price,  without 
even  the  equivolent  allowed  to  other  Diflen- 
ters  Nor  has  the  Do6lor  chofen  to  tak€  this 
oath   from   the  work,  publifhed,  in  I793>  by 


lation,  the  word  profeqitor  never  mennt  perfecute.  The  third 
and  fourth  queftions  in  the  congee:  adon  of  Bifhops  of  the 
Church  of  England,  come  nearer  the  fenfe. 

4  that 
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that  gefitleman>  defervedly  refpeded  by  all 
parties,  nor  from  the  letter  of  the  Pope, 
in  17 9 1,  of  neither  of  which  he  could  be 
ignorant,  but  from  Bilhop  Burnet's  Hiftory  of 
the  Reformation,  written  a  hundred  years  ago. 
Thus  inferting  claufes  which  are  not  in  it,  to  an-  Page  iG^ 
fwer  his  end,  leaving  out  others  which  he  knew  to 
be  in  it,  becaufe  they  would  defeat  his  end. 

What  credit  now  can  any  reafonable  man  be 
required  to  give  to  all  his  other  charges,  and  the 
articles  of  trcafon  which  he  exhibits  fo  repeatedly 
againft  two  millions,  by  his  own  computation3 
t)f  his  Majefty's  loyal  and  faithful  fubjecls. 

How  diftant  in  his  progrefs,  and  at  his  conclu- 
fions  may  we  exped  to  find  him,  from  that  only 
true  line,  which  is  the  guide  of  fair  and  folid 
reafoning,  when  at  his  firft  ftep  he  deviates  from 
it  fo  widely.  What  fort  of  information  can  page  i, 
Britifh  ftatefmeH,  for  whofe  inftrudlion  he  mo- 
deftly  profefifes  to  write,  expeft  from  fuch  a 
tutor  ?  Does  he  hold  out  his  book  as  a  proof  of 
his  boafted  charity,  forbearing  temper,  and  good 
faith,  in  the  Proteftants  of  Ireland  ?  Thank  God 
it  is  well  known,  that  very  few  of  them  fpeak 
fuch  language,  or  entertain  fuch  fentiments. 
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Pagei3S.  pamphlet  upon  which  he  fays,  with  great 

appearance  of  truth,  he  has  wafted  too  much 
paper  and  ink,  and  which  indeed  does  not  feem 
to  contain  matter  to  take  up  fo  much  of  any 
man's  time  as  he  has  been  pleafed  to  beftow  upon 

^^^^4,  it,  was  publillied  in  London,  probably  becaufc 
the  Author  of  it  ufualiy  refided  there  ;  not  as  Dr. 
Duigcnan  would  infmuate,  with  any  weak  defign  of 
impofmg  upon  ignorant  people,  much  lefs  with  an 
idea  fo  abfurd  and  fo  derogatory  to  tlie  underftand- 
ing  of  the  leading  men  of  the  Englifh  nation,  that 
they  would  found  the  preliminaries  of  the  Union 
upon  any  fuch  information,  and  conclude  it,  as  he  fup- 
pofcs  they  might,  but  for  his  warning  voice,  before 
they  had  allowed  themfelves  time  to  be  unde- 
ceived. His  own  work,  and  many  others  upon 
Irifh  affairs,  firft  appeared  in  London.  His  very 
ferious  perfonal  charges,  againft  thereputed  author 
of  the  pamphltt  in  queftion,  will  probably  be  an- 
fwered  in  a  proper  place  ;  nor  fliall  any  notice  be 
taken  of  his  abufive  language. 

**  Contemptible  fophiftry  and  alTurancc,''  "  ab- 
furd petulance,"  "  bafe,''  *Mnfidious,*'  "  lying,'* 

malignant,'*  "  malicious,''  "virulent,'*  ^^dogma- 
tical,"  "  impudent,"  "  infolent,"  "  republican," 
^'jacobin/'  ^^flanderer,"  ^^atbeift/'  "deift,"  and 
3  P^^* 


philofoj^her."*  In  general,  this  fort  of  phrafe- 
ology  conveys  no  idea  to  the  mind  beyond  thac 
of  the  education,  manners,  and  temper  of  the 

of 

*  Such  exprelTions  muft  Ihock  the  ears  of  thofe  who  are 
unaccuftonied  to  controverfy,  a  fubjeft  which  a  few  authors 
have  lately  endeavoured,  but  1  trufl:  unfuccersfully,  to  revive 
among  us.  They  were  the  common  language  of  the  fchools 
in  the  i6th  century;  I  mean  the  fchools  of  polemic  divi- 
nity; for  polite  literature  foftens  the  manners  and  improves 
the  heart. 

Mentiris  impudenttjjtme ^  you  are  a  moft  impudent  liar, 
was  not  an  uncommon  figure  of  rethoric  in  thofe  times.  This, 
ftyle  does  not  always  exclude  wit.  Taceas  rufe  Juda^  exclaim- 
ed a  jefuit,  to  a  red  bearded  capucin,  whom  he  could  not 
anfwer,  (on  fuch  occafion  abufe  is  fuccefsfully  applied). 
^od  Judas  refus  erat,  replied  the  friar,  eji  cotijeSIura,  quod fuit 
e  focietate  Jefu  eft  fcriptura.  Fiat  lux,  fays  another,  who  could 
not  underitand  his  oponent's  argument,  lux  lucet,  fed  tenebr^e 
earn  non  comprehenderunt,  I  make  this  digreffion,  to  Ihew  of 
what  enjoyments  the  refinement  qf  our  days  deprives  us,  and 
what  obligation  we  ought  to  have  to  thofe  who  labour  to  bring 
us  back  to  the  good  old  tafte. 

Snarling  cur,  infeSls  on  a  dunghill y  explojtons  on  the  Protejianii  j 
of  homhsy  carcaffesy  and  fiink  pots,  which,  with    the  pofierior 
trumpet  of  fame,  we  alfo  find  in  the  mouth  of  Dr.  Duigenan, 
05  magna  fonituruniy  p.  152,  are  Hill  in  a  higher  llrain  of 
claffical  fcurrility. 

Ma  prima  avea  clafcun  la  lingua  llretta 
Co'derti  verfo  lor  duca  per  cenno ; 
Ed  egli  avea  5  del  cul  fatto  trombetta. 

Inf^  RNo,  Cant.  21. 
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perfon  who  allows  himfelf  to  ufe  it.  If  that 
pamphlet  has  had  any  efFedl  upon  the  public  mind^ 

But  the  authority  for  this  fpecies  of  eloquence  is  much 
older  than  Dante.  The  Do(rtor,  whofe  ftyle  is  enriched  with 
the  fweets  of  ev^-ry  flower  cf  arcient  and  modern  literature, 
knows  that  Achilles  does  not  hefit::te  to  call  even  the  king 

Thou  monfter  mix'd  of  infolence  and  fear. 
Thou  dog  in  forehead,  but  in  heart  a  deer. 

Pope. 

The  infcription  under  a  buft  of  King  William,  in  Naffau- 
llreet,  oppofite  the  College-garden,  Dublin,  is  alfo  in  this 
chafte  ftyle  of  remote  antiquity  : 

May  we  never  w  ant  a  Williamite 
To  kick  the  breech  of  a  jacobite  ! 

That,  lald  to  have  been  over  the  gatesofBandon,  will  alfomerit 
a  confpicuous  place  in  our  memoirs,  and  bear  ample  teftimony 
cf  our  polilhed  (late  of  fociety,  whenever  we  eftablifh  in  piir 
capital  an  academy  of  infcriptions. 

A  Jew,  a  Turk,  an  Athieft, 
May  enter  here,  but  not  a  Papift  1 

The  Bifhop  of  Derry  afked  an  Irilh  friar  a:  Rome,  hU 
opinion  of  this  infcription.  My  Lord,  fays  he,  it  is  moft 
certainly  copied  from  one  over  the  gates  of  hell. 

After  differing  fo  effentially  from  Dr.  Duigenan  in  argu- 
ment, where  he  is  fupported  neither  by  reafon  nor  pre- 
cedent, a  fenfe  of  juftice  obliges  me  to  offer  him  this  defence 
of  his  ftyle,  and  pay  that  tribute  to  his  tafte,  which  no  man  of 
my  kidney  (to  borrow  one  of  his  own  elegant  expreffions, 
I  affure  him  w  ithout  any  intention  of  keeping  it,  p.  130,)  can 
pay  to  his  judgement. 
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(and  by  the  extraordinary  vehemence  with  which 
he  runs  it  down,  one  would  be  tempted  to  think 
it  had,)  appealing  from  paflion  to  cool  fenfe, 
>vhich  does  the  Do6lor  really  think  ?  That  con- 
tradidion,  conveyed  in  fuch  terms,  will  ieflen  or 
(Tonfirm  that  efFedl  ?  Which  caufe  does  he  fin- 
Cerely  think  he  will  hurt,  by  fuch  unfair  and  dlf- 
ingenuous  conftrudions  as  the  following  pages 
will  fhew»  he  has  not  been  above  calling  to  his 
aid  ?  It  is  but  a  wretched  reprieve  for  a  con- 
demned caufe,  that  which  can  extend  but  from 
falfe  teftimony  to  coqviflion; 

The  terms  Romifli;,Romanifl:,  Paynite,  Burkite, 
Burkifm,  do  not  appear  to  bear  any  of  thofe 
marks  upon  which  new  words  may  be  admitted 
intQ  a  civilized  language. 

 — Dabitur  que  licentia  fumta  pudenter, 

Et  nova,  fidaque  nuper  habebunt  verba  fidem,  H 
Graeco  fonte  cadent  parce  detorta. 

HOR. 

I  mufl:  therefore  decline  ufing  them,  until  they 
procure  a  paflport  from  higher  authority.  If  Dr. 
Puigenan  thinks  the  \vord  Romanilt  or  Romifh, 
with  which  he  would  enrich  our  language,  and 
which,  in  the  dialedl  he  adopts,  muft  be  fynoni- 
l^om  with  Ronnan  Catholic,  or  have  no  mean- 
ing, 
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ing,  conveys  any  thing  of  contennpt  or  of  reproach, 
he  is  quite  miflaken.  As  long  as  the  firft  princes, 
the  greatefl:  generals,  the  abkft  ftatefmen  of  Eu- 
rope, glory  in  that  appellation,  and  the  proiideft 
races  of  England,  and  every  Proteftant  country, 
will  blufli  not  to  trace  their  pedigrees  through 
many  a  generation  of  that  defcription,  in  fpite  of 
the  Do6tor's  efforts,  no  man  will  be  alhamed  of  it. 
Nor  will  he  gain  much  more  credit,  by  marflial- 
Page  79.  ling  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  on  the  fide  of 
cv  paliim.  ^^I^^l^^^  and  jacobinifm,  while  its  princes,  its 
clergy,  its  nobles,  and  its  people,  are  under  the 
eyes  of  the  whole  world,  and  in  every  corner  of  it> 
making  fuch  immenfe  facrifices  in  oppofition  to 
them.  Let  me  alfo  remind  him,  that  fome  of  the 
mofl  venerable  law  authorities  in  our  courts,  and 
the  brighteft  ornaments  of  our  literature,  were, 
what  he  calls,  Romilh  authors. 


Every  ftatement  in  the  Cafe  of  Ireland  recGyifider^ 
edy  of  the  population  of  that  country,  and  of  the 
comparative  wealth  and  numbers  of  the  two  reli- 
gions which  fo  unhappily  divide  it,  were  taken 
from  the  pamphlet  it  attempted  to  anfwer,  the 
author  of  which  was  poflelTed  of  the  moft  ample 
means  of  information,  and  of  talents  to  make  a 
Cafe  of  judicious  ufe  of  them.  It  was  premifed  (p.  i  &  2), 
Ireland,  ^|^^^  ^^^^  would  be  rifked  beyond  what  his 
authority  would  fupport,  that  his  very  words  would 

be 
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be  uied,  and  in  the  exad:  meaning  the  context 
attached  to  them.  All  the  polite  contradidlions 
therefore,  the  direft  charges  of  bale  falfchood,  and 
malignant  mifrcprefentation  which  they  have 
drawn  upon  him,  cannot  fairly  be  placed  to  his 
own  account,  by  the  author  of  the  Cafe  of  Ireland 
reconfidered.  Nor  does  that  pamphlet  feem  to 
have  been  written,  as  Dr.  Duigenan  advances.  Page  6. 
with  any  pretenfion  of  arguing  againft  the  Union. 
Some  arguments,  indeed,  are  advanced  againft  it, 
and  fome  in  favour  of  it,  but  any  decided  opinion 
upon  the  fubjed  was  exprelTly  refcrved  until  the 
general  terms  of  it  were  known. 

The  only  intention  of  its  author  appears  to  have 
been,  to  prove  to  others,  if  he  could,  as  forcibly 
as  he  felc  it  himfelf,  that  the  Union  would  be  a 
meafure  ineffedlual  for  the  fecurity,  interior  tran- 
quillity, and  civilization  of  Ireland,  with  whatever 
other  circumftances  it  might  be  attended,  if  it  did 
not  extend  to  the  Roman  Catholics,  who  form  the 
large  mafs  of  population,  not  only  legally  but  vir^ 
tually^  *  the  whole  benefit  of  the  conftitution  which 

they 

*  That  is,  by  really  extending  to  the  Roman  Catholics 
the  benefits  of  the  repeal  of  the  laws,  which  (hut  them  out 
from  all  places  of  honour  and  profit.  It  will  anfwer  no  purpofe 
that  the  law  fhall  allow  them  to  be  in  ceitain  fituations,  if  the 
great  men  of  the  country  fet  their  faces  againft  their  admiffion ; 

the 
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they  are  to  live  under,  and  to  maintain  at  the  rifk  oF 
their  lives  and  properties.  That  to  leave  any  po- 
litical inequality,  on  account  of  religious  opinion; 
was  to  leave  the  root  of  mutual  hatred  and  diftrufli 
which,  however  deeply  it  might  be  covered  or  cut 
down,  would  not  fail  to  fhoot  up  again,  as  it  had 
done  fo  often  before,  to  the  ruin  of  the  country  : 
That  no  increafe  of  ftrength,  in  wealth  or  popu- 
lation, coiild  be  fafe,  until  its  moft  difguifed  and 
latent  fibre  was  eradicated ;  that  before  power 
iand  riches  were  conferred,  as  they  are  to  be  by  ari 
Union,  content  and  attachment  fliould  befecured. 
That,  otherwife,  we  miid  again  behold  the  inefli* 
triable  refources  which  Ireland  offers  to  the  Britilh 
empire,  either  retrained  in  their  growth,  by  unna- 
tural laws,  or  wafted  in  civil  contention,  to  the  fub- 
verfion,  perhaps,  of  the  empire,  which  they  might 
have  raifed  to  the  higheft  pitch  of  human  greathefs. 
He  wifhed  alfo  to  convince  others,  as  it  appears 
he  was  lincerel/  convinced  himfelfj  that  this  may 
be  done  without  endangering  the  conftitution  of 
this  Proteftant  ftate>  or  the  eftablilhmeiit  of  the 

the  bad  effefls  of  partiality  will  be  the  fame,  whether  it  exid 
in  law,  or  in  pradice ;  a  few  of  the  inferior  places  in  the  dif- 
ferent departments  of  government,  diftributed  among  the  fons 
of  fubftantial  farmers  and  tradefmen  thoughout  the  country^ 
would  have  an  excellent  effed  in  attaching  the  lower  orders  to 
the  government  and  laws.  The  red  book  is  a  proof  that  fuch 
has  not  been  the  pradlice^ 

Proteftant 
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IProtfftant  church.  That,  its  prcfent  fecurity, 
founded  on  the  exclufion  of  two-thirds  of  the 
people,  and  the  confeqiiently  partial  and  contradted 
diflribution  of  the  honours  and  emoluments  of  the 
ftate,  had  many  inconveniencies  in  its  direifl  and 
indire6t  effeds,  while  another  was  offered,  as  flat- 
tering to  national  pride,  though  not  to  private 
interefts,  which  had  none  of  thefe  inconveniencies, 
and  was  as  ilrong  and  as  fafe.  That,  danger  from 
the  encroachments  of  Papal  dominion  no  longer 
exifted,  they  had  been  reje6ted  and  refiflcd  by  all 
Catholic  countries,  and  by  England  herfelf,  long  be- 
fore the  reformation.  The  fpirit  which  guided  them 
Was  a  ftranger  to  the  religion  whofe  mafk  it  wore  ; 
it  was  for  ever  extin6t ;  that,  it  would  be  impolitic 
to  facrificc  the  welfare,  perhaps  the  fafcty,  of  the 
empire  to  the  prejudices,  the  pride,  or  the  ex- 
clufive  views  of  any  party. 

Tliat,  if  the  Union  propofed  was  attended  with 
this  only  advantage,  of  making  one  people  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Ireland,  it  mufl  be  a  beneficial 
meafure,  if  it  was  not  attended  with  that  advan- 
tage, it  mufl  be  an  inadequate  one,  and  the  em- 
pire would  have  to  meet  the  fame  difficulties,  per- 
haps, in  a  more  formidable  fhape. 

No  better  epitome  of  the  fenfe  and  tendency  of 
this  pamphlet  can  be  made,  than  in  the  words  of 

D  Dr, 
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Dr.  Duigenan  himfelf,  in  the  title  page  of  thefe 
fheets.  Its  whole  aim  and  end,  fetting  afide  every 
other  view  of  the  Union,  was  to  eftablifh  the  po- 
fition  the  Dodor  hinnfelf  fo  unequivocally  ad- 
Arifwer   vances :   "  That  it  would  not,  in  the  event  of  an 
Grauan  "  Union,  be  neceflary,  for  the  fafety  of  the  em- 
pire  at  large,  to  curb  the  Romanifts,  by  any 
exclufive  laws  whatever.'*    Do6lor  Duigenan 
is  the  oracle  of  his  party,  and  the  language  of 
oracles  has  generally  been  doubtful  and  obfcure> 
but  feldom  fo  inconfiftent,    and    flatly  contra- 
didory. 

I  know  not  what  motives  he  has  fince  had,  in 
the  courfe  of  a  few  months,  for  abandoning  this 
fentiment  into  which  he  has  led  fo  diftinguifhed  a 
member  of  the  Britifh  fcnate.  The  virulence  and 
paffion,  with  which  he  now  repels  what  he  fo  late- 
ly advanced,  are  the  natural  confequences  of 
fudden  recantation. 

If  the  time,  of  fuch  as  may  choofe  to  perufe 
thefe  few  pages,  is  nov/  to  be  taken  up  by  a  ftate- 
ment  of  fome  of  Dr.  Duigenan's  mifreprefenta- 
tions,  it  is  not  for  the  fatisfadion  of  any  private 
feeling,  but  to  expofe  the  fpirit  in  which  he  has 
written,  and  the  advantages  he  condefcends  to 
take,  with  a  miftaken  idea  of  fupporting  his 
caufe^ 

He 
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He  ought  not  to  have  mutilated  the  phrafe, 
(page  6),  in  order  to  make*  for  himfelf  an  oppor-  Cafe  of 
tunity  of  accufing  the  author  of  arrogance  for  fay- 
ing. / JhouU  be  no  enemy  to  the  Union  on Juch  terms,  p^gc  ^j, 
There  would  have  been  no  room  for  his  ironical 
taunt,  if  he  had  quoted  with  it,  that  common 
place  falvo  of  modefty,  which  is  a  member  of  the 
fame  phrafe,  of  what  little  conjequence  Jo  ever  my 
opinion  may  be. 

When  he  accufes  an  author  of  plagiarifm,  as  in 
page  12,  and  many  other  places,  his  bare  word  is 
not  fufficient  authority. 

This  is  of  little  import,  it  only  ferves  to  Ihew 
how  aukwardly  he  endeavours  to  hurt,  even  by 
perfonalities,  a  general  caufe.  Such  arguments 
refemble  the  clumfy  props  we  fee  heaped  round  a 
moldering  tenement,  when  it  has  been  abandoned 
by  every  reputable  tenant. 

I  appeal  to  the  public — Is  his  interpretation  ofpage;^* 
a  note,  (page  6,  Cafe  of  Ireland),  an  honeft  one  ? 
Perhaps  it  may  be  puerile,  and  might  better  have 
been  excluded  from  the  margin  as  it  was  from  the 
text.  But  when  the  gallantry  of  the  Britifh  mili- 
tia with  the  fair,  as  well  as  in  the  field,  (thofe 

•  Slander,  like  jealoufy,  is — a  green  eyed  monfter,  which 
jpake$  ihe  meat  it  feeds  on.  Shake/pear, 


arc 
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are  the  words)  is  mentioned,  could  any  one  think 
it  was  meant  as  an  infinuation  of  want  of  difcipline, 
in  thofe  troops,  whofe  condu6l  has  been  fo  exenn- 
plary,  and  whom  the  people  of  Ireland  never 
mention  but  with  tears  of  gratitude. 

Page  76.  His  next  falfe  quotation  is  a  very  curious  one  : 
After  ftyl'ing  the  Trotefiant  religion  a  Meduja^s  heady 
which  paralyfes  a  large  portion  of  our  people,  or 
turns  their  arms  againfi  each  other,  and  thereby  ad- 
mitting  what  he  in,  other  places  denies,  that  the  lafi 
rebellion,  as  well  as  the  preceding  ones,  was  a  Romifo 
rebellion.  The  word  Proteftant  religion  is  not 
mentioned,  nor  the  idea  in  any  manner  implied 
through  the  five  precceding  pages.  The  word 
Medufa's  head,  referred,  in  a  way  which  no  child 
that  can  read  could  miftake,  to  the  Pope  with  his 
treble  crown  upon  his  head,  mentioned  immedi- 
ately before ;  how  could  Dr.  Duigenan  miftake 
that,  and  twice  miftake  it,  for  he  has  repeated  it 
(page  97.)  for  the  Proteftant  religion.  Here  is 
the  phrafe,  (page  15,  Gafe  of  Ireland  rcconfider- 
cd :)  "  France  will  fooner  drag  the  Pope  from 
"  his  cloifter,  at  Sienna,  and  fet  him  iip  again 
«  with  his  treble  crown  upon  his  head,  to  fcare, 
us  from  our  own  intereft,  than  fufFer  us  to  re- 
cover  our  fenfes,  and  come  forward  in  the  plc- 
nitude  of  our  power.  What  is  our  power  to 
htr,  when  that  Medufa's  head  can  paralyfe  fo 

"  large 
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large  a  portion  of  our  people,  or  turn  their  arms 
^'  againft  each  other  Where  is  the  Proteftant 
religion  there  ?  Where  the  avowal,  that  the  late 
rebellion  was  a  Romifh  one,  2s  he  calls  it  ?  Is  it 
not  evidently  meant,  that  France,  and  every  other 
inveterate  lelfifh  enemy  of  Britifh  greatnefs,  will 
foment  to  their  lafl  breath  the  religious  diflcntions 
which  divide  and  paralyfe  our  (Irength,  and  for 
that  purpofe  paint  the  Pope  and  his  power  in  the 
mod  terrible  colours,  and  cherifh  the  ferpents  of 
difcord,  to  fright  us  from  our  own  intereft,  which 
p  in  the  hearty  union  of  all  cur  people  ? 

And  again,  he  accufes  the  Author  of  the  Page  76. 
cf  Ireland  reconfidered^  of  faying,  England  is  now  a 
bankrupt  with  which  it  would  be  highly  imprudent 
for  Ireland  to  have  any  connexion  y  1  have  fought 
in  vain  for  any  thing  that  could  be  tortured  into 
this  meaning,  in  the  pamphlet.  I  find  the  diredly 
contrary  fentiment  ftrongly  imprelTed,  (page  20,) 
*— Hrr^,  perhapsy  may  be  the  place  to  objervey 
thaty  though  Ireland  is  not  fpecially  pledged  for 
the  debt  of  Englandy  yet  if  it  were  poffible  a  bank-- 
ruptcy  could  take  place  in  England  both  individually 
and  nationally,  Ireland,  through  every  clafs  of  her 
inhabitants  would  Jeel  in  a  great  degree  the  effetfs 
of  it.  Is  this  calling  England  a  bankrupt,  and  ad- 
yifing  Ireland  to  have  no  connexion  with  her  ? 
fair  Reprefentation. 

And 
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And  then,  after  obferving 
on  the  fuccefs  of  the  Nether- 
lands, in  throwing  off  the  Spa- 
nifli  yoke,  and  their  right  to 
do  fo,  he  infinuates,  that  in 
Ireland,  reparation  from  Great 
3ritain,  and  independency, 
Ihould  be  maintained  at  ail 
hazards ;  and  concludes  with 
the  maxim  of  one  of  the 
French  demagogue?,  that,  in- 
furreftion  is  the  moft  facred  of 
our  duties,  pretending  to  de- 
duce the  juftice  of  thole  trea- 
fonable  aphorifms  from  a  paf- 
fagc  in  the  pamphlet  of  his 
untagonill.  Fair  Reprefcnta- 
tion,  p.  75. 


The   firft  argument  there 

laid  down  (in  Arguments  for 
and  againft  an  Union )   is,  that 
every  independent  fociety  or 
ft  ate  has  a  right  to  propofe 
the  means  which  appear  moit 
probable  for  the  attainment  of 
the  happinefs  of  its  people, 
confiftent  with  its  duties  and 
obligations,  in  anfwerto  which 
the  Cafe  of  Ireland  reconfdtred 
has.     But  what   duties  and 
obligations  can  be  in  oppofi- 
tion  to  the  happinefs  of  the 
people  ?  This  is  a  large  con* 
ceflion,  and  might  lead  fpecu- 
lative  men  to  advance,  if  they 
thought  it  would  contribute  to 
the  happinefs  of  the  people, 
that  fcparation  and  indepen- 
dency ought  to  be  maintained 
at  all  hazards.  (See  Arguments 
for  and  againf  an  JJnion,  for 
thefe    laft    words).  When 
this-is  fupported  by  quoting, 
(See  Arguments  for  and  againji 
an  Union),  the  right  which  the 
author  of  that  pamphlet  fays 
the  Spanilh  Netherlands  had 
to  feparate  from  the  Spanilh 
government,  becaufe  they  were 
oppreffed  (See  Arguments  for 
and  againft  an  Union),  we  faH 
infeniibly    into  the  maxim,, 
we  certainly  have  often  enougl^ 
heard  reprobated — that  maxr 
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im  which  brought  Its  author 
to  the  dungeons  of  Olmutz, 

UinfurreSiion  eji  le  plus  faint  des 
de^voirs.  Cafe  of  Ireland  re- 
eonfidered,  p.  7  and  8. 

I  own  I  am  not  fo  deeply  read  as  the  learned  Council 
Do(5lor  ought  to  be,  in  the  councils  of  the  1 3th  cen-  ^^"Late- 

o  '  *^  ran,  p.i 

tury  i  yet  1  will  venture  to  aflfure  him,  that  no  et  feq. 

Roman  Catholic  in  the  world  believes,  that  no 
Roman  Catholic  ftate  admits,  the  decrees  of  the 
council  of  Lateran,  with  the  interpretation  he  en- 
deavours to  put  upon  them.    I  will  only  obferve 
upon  that  fubje(51:,  that  the  decrees  of  a  council,  or- 
dering, at  the  requeft  of  temporal  princes,  (ambafla- 
dors  from  all  of  them  were  prefent)  the  faithful 
to  a6l  in  conjunflion  with  their  princes  againft  a 
particular  herefy,  then  making  very  great  progrefs 
againft  the  church,  and  very  formidable  ravages 
in  fociety,  cannot,  by  any  means,  be  conftrued 
into  an  immutable  article  of  faith,  regulating  the 
condudl  of  Roman  Catholics  againft  the  confent 
of  temporal  princes,  in  very  diftlmilar  circum- 
ftances,  upwards  of  6ve  hundred  years  after.  The 
principles  againft  which  its  decrees  were  levelled, 
threatened  devaftation  to  the  world  at  tlixt  time, 
and  have  fince  put  their  threats  in  execution.  The 
learned  Abbe  Barruel,  whofe  Hijiory  ofjacohinifmy* 

•  See  Barruel*s  Antimonarchical  Confpiracy,  note  to  page 
405,  vol.  ii.  Memoirs  of  Jacobinifm,  tranflatcd  by  the  Hon. 
Kobert  Clifford. 
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has  met  with  fuch  univerfal  approbation,  ha5 
proved  that  the  Manicheans  or  Albigeois  were» 
in  civil  and  religious  do6lrine,  the  forefunners  of 
the  Jacobins.  The  ted,  by  which  they  were  fub- 
jeded  to  the  penalties  of  the  law,  was  their  denial 
of  all  temporal  power,  and  right  in  civil  magiftrates 
to  inforce  obedience.  May  not  the  interference 
of  Dr.  Troy,  in  politics,  by  excommunicating  the 
adherents  to  the  lare  rebellion,  in  which,  perhaps, 
a  very  commendable  zeal,  made  him  overlook  the 
precifc  bounds  of  fpiritual  authority,  be  brought 
forward  in  fome  years  hence,  as  another  proof  of 
ufurpation  and  interference  in  temporals  in  the- 
Catholic  Church.  ? 

It  is  now  more  than  a  century  fince  We  have' 
heard  of  troubles  occafioned  in  any  country  by 
the  pretenfions  of  Popes,  and  we  may  reft  in  ver/ 
reafonable  fecurity,  that  many  centuries  will  pafs> 
before  fuch  pretenfions  are  again  heard  of.  Un- 
lefs  fuch  authors  as  Dr.  Duigenan  are  very  fuccefs- 
ful  indeed,  in  alarming  us  with  the  fhadow  long 
after  the  fubftance  has  difappeared. 

In  this  manner,  from  the  decrees  of  a  council 
in  the  13th  century,  fupported  by  all  the  tempo- 
ral powers  of  Europe,  agalnft  the  Manicheans^ 
does  he  attempt  to  prove  the  danger  of  the  inter- 
ference of  the  church  of  Rome  in  our  days,  with 
the  temporal  power  of  princes. 
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i4is  firft  ftep  to  get  at  the  conclufion,  that  Ro- 
man Catholics  ought  not  to  be  admitted,  &c.  is  a 
fnlfc  quotation  of  the  oath  of  their  bifhops>  which 
wc  have  already  feen. 

His  fccond  fiep  is  the  Council  of  Lateran.  As 
in  this  lafi:  inflance  it  is  evident,  that  not  only  thefe 
decrees  had  the  confent  of  all  the  temporal 
princes  of  Europe,  but  that  their  power  was  as 
much  endangered  by  the  errors  which  this  council 
condemned,  as  the  faith  of  the  church  itfelfi  his 
third  ftep  is  to  prove,  or  rather  to  alTert,  that, 
in  a  Romijh  State  the  Jovereign  -power y  whether  it  Page  2 1 . 
be  a  monarchy  or  a  republicy  being  vefied  in  Roman^ 
iflSy  its  confent  to  the  decrees  of  its  own  churchy  of 
which  they  admit  the  Pope  to  be  the Jupreme  head^  is 
certain. 

Certain  i  when  properly  manifefted,  as  to  all 
fpiritual  matters  having  nothing  to  do  with  any 
thing  temporal ;  but  hiftory  is  full  of  the  conten- 
tions of  Catholic  Princes  and  Popes,  when  they 
have  attempted  to  proceed  one  ftep  farther : 
their  pretenfions,  beyond  this  mere  fpiritual  autho- 
rity, refpe^led  by  all  Roman  Catholics^  have  ever 
been  admitted,  or  repelled,  in  Catholic  States^ 
iefpecially  in  England  before  the  reformation,  in 
proportion  to  the  fenfe  or  weaknefs  of  the  Prince 
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"who  reigned,  or  to  the  nature  of  his  title  to  tht 
crown,  but  never  had  any  thing  to  do  with  the 
tenets  of  the  Roman  Catholic  faith.  The  fove- 
reigns  of  Europe  themfclves,  whofe  view^  of  am- 
bition it  happened  to  ferve  for  the  tinne,  were  the 
mod  flrcnuous  fupporters  of  this  ufurpation  of 
temporal  power  in  the  Popes.  As  the  court  of 
Rome  was,  in  thofe  days,  the  mofl  enlightened 
in  Europe,  and  a  fort  of  common  centre,  it  was 
made  the  umpire  in  difputes  between  crowned 
heads.  If  the  father,  who  was  an  ambitious  man, 
did  not  difdain  to  accept  from  the  Pope  the 
kingdom  of  Ireland,  which  he  had  no  right  to 
give,  is  it  furprifing  that  a  Pope  fliould  accept 
from  the  fon,  who  was  a  weak  man,  the  kingdom 
of  England,  which  he  had  no  right  to  offer  ?  For 
the  dodrine,  that  the  Pope  cannot  err,  nor  do 
wrong,  never  was  an  article  of  faith  in  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  church.  Thefe,  and  many  fimilar 
tranfadions  were  ads  of  feudal  fuzerantry,  not  of 
religion.  Philip  of  Valois,  whofe  piety  procured 
him  the  furname  of  Catholic,  fupported  by  the 
opinion  of  his  clergy,  wrote  to  Pope  John  XXIL 
that  he  would  have  him  burned,  if  he  perfifted  irr 
his  erroneous  dodrines — El  manda  qiCilJe  revoquafi 
€U  qu'il  leferait  ardre."^ 

*  Nat.  Alexandri,  Hift,  Ecclef.  vol.  vii.  p.  552^ 
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Philip  II.  accufed  of  being  a  bigottcd  Catholic, 
rcfufed  to  admit  in  his  States  the  bull  in  cana 
domini.  Many  other  Roman  Catholic  dates  ab^ 
folutely  refilled  to  admit  the  tribunal  of  the  inqui- 
Ction.* 

Twill  add  to  thefe  proofs  two  or  three  paflages 
from  the  hiftory  of  thofe  times,  as  they  appear  to 
be  not  quite  fo  uninterefting  as  thofe  kind  of  docu- 
ments generally  are  ;  and  I  will  take  them  from 
a  Roman  Catholic  pi  ofeflbr  of  divinity,  a  dodor 
of  Sorbonne,  a  church  hiftorian  of  great  weight, 
who  fupports  the  fame  do(5lrine,  that  it  may  not 
be  fufpeded  of  not  being  conformable  to  the  be- 
lief of  the  church. 

Boniface  VIII.  took  upon  him  to  interfere  with 
Edward  I.  about  the  crown  of  Scotland  i  but  the 
nobles  of  England  wrote  back  to  his  holinefs,  that 
*^  it  was  not  proper  the  kings  of  England  Ihould 

*  The  Marquis  de  Pombal,  the  well-known  Minifter  of  a 
very  Catholic  Hate,  ufed  to  receive  the  Pope's  bulls  with  the 
greateft  reverence,  kifs  them,  and  throw  them  afide  as  often 
as  he  thought  the  admiflion  of  them  inexpedient.  The  great 
flatefmen  of  other  countries  cannot  hear,  without  a  fmile,  the 
idea  we  have  of  the  interference  of  the  Pope  with  their  power, 
how  well  it  agrees  with  fuch  charaders  as  Cardinal  Richelieu, 
or  the  late  Duke  de  Choifeul  ? 
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anfwer  to  any  ecclefiaftical  or  fecular  judge,  with 
refpeft  to  their  royal  or  temporal  rights,  nor  fuh- 
mit  themfelves  to  the  jniifdidtion  even  of  the 
apoftolic  fee,  for  in  no  time  did  any  temporal 
power  ever  belong,  nor  does  there  now  belong 
any,  to  the  aforefaid  church:  nor  did  the  kings  of 
England,  in  their  rights  over  that  kingdom,  nor 
in  any  other  of  their  temporal  rights,  render  any 
account,  nor  ought  they  to  render  any,  to  any 
whatfoever  fecular  or  ecclefiaftical  judge,  from 
the  pre-eminence  of  their  flate,  and  of  their  royal 
dignity,  and  from  cuftoms  ftridlly  obferved  through 
all  times  :  wl^erefore;,  having  confidered  the  con- 
tents; of  your  letter,  the  common,  concordant,  and 
unanimous  opinion  of  us  all,  and  of  each  of  us, 
was,  and,  with  God's  help,  will  unalterably  ever 
be,  that  our  aforefaid  Lord  King,  with  refpeft  to 
the  rights  of  the  kingdom  of  Scotland,  or  any 
Other  temporal  right,  lhall  by  no  means  anfwer 
juridically  before  you,  nor  fubmit  to  your  de- 
cifions  in  any  manner,  nor  fuffer  any  doubt  to  be 
entertained  about  his  aforefaid  rights,  nor  fend  to 
your  prefence  agents  or  ambafladors  to  that  pur- 
pofe  J  and  this  the  more,  as  fuch  condudl  would 
be  derogatory  to  the  rights  of  the  crown  of  Eng- 
land, and  the  royal  dignity  and  a  fubverfion  of 
the  well-known  ftate  of  that  kingdom,  to  the  pre- 
judice of  the  liberties,  cuftoms,  and  laws  of  our 
forefathers  j  to  the  maintenance  and  defence  of 

'Which;^ 
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which,  we  are  bound  by  the  obligation  of  the 
oath  we  have  taken,  and  which,  by  the  help  of 
God,  we  will,  with  our  whole  power  and  flrength, 
defend.  Nor  do  we  perniit,  nor  (hould  we  ever 
pernnic,  nor  can  we,  nor  ought  we,  permit  our  afore- 
faid  Lord  King  to  do  any  fuch  a6l,  even  if  he  were 
willing  fo  CO  do-,  or  in  any  way  to  attempt  things 
fo  unufual,  fo  contrary  to  right,  fo  prejudicial, 
fo  every  way  unheard  of.  Wherefore  with  great 
reverence  and  humility  we  fupplicate  your  holi- 
nefs,  that  as  far  as  relates  to  our  faid  Lord  the 
King,  who,  like  the  other  Princes  of  the  earth, 
profeffes  himfelf  a  Catholic,  and  devoutly  attached 
to  the  Roman  church,  that  you  will,  out  of  your 
goodnefs,  permit  him  to  pofifefs,  in  peace,  arid 
without  difturbance  or  diminution,  and  to  continue, 
without  any  alteration,  in  the  enjoyment  of  the 
aforcfaid  rights,  liberties,  cuftoms,  and  laws.  ■* 

The  letters  of  King  Edward  and  the  Barons 
to  Boniface  VIII.  are  in  Walfingham's  Englifh 
Hiftory  for  the  year  1302.* 

The  a£l  of  depofition  of  Richard  II.  and  the 
articles  exhibited  againft  him,  may  be  feen  in  the 
fecond  volume  of  Old  Englifh  Hiftory,  from  the 
chronicles  of  Henry  Knigton,  page  2743,  and  in 

*  Natalis  Alexandri,  Hift.  Eccl.  torn.  vii.  p.  319.  Edit. 
1*^.  1^99.   See  alfo  Rapin  Thoyras,  Edit,  ift. 
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Rapin,  The  tenth  of  thole  articles  objects  to 
that  monarch,  that  he  had  had  recourfe  to  the 
authority  of  the  Popes,  to  confirm  the  temporal 
a<rts  of  his  Parliaments,  contrary  to  the  royal 
dignity,  and  the  liberties  of  the  Stare.  Here  is 
the  article  :  "  Although  the  crown  of  Endand, 
and  the  rights  of  the  faid  crown,  and  the  kingdom 
itfelf,  have  been  from  all  times  fo  free,  that 
our  Lord  the  Pope,  nor  any  other  pcrfon  out 
of  the  kingdom,  onght  not  to  interfere  with 
them,  yet  our  aforefiid  King  had  recourfe  to  the 
faid  Lord  the  Pope  to  confirm  acts  of  his  laft 
Parliament."  * 


If  then  King  James  II.  was  driven  out,f  and 
loft  his  crown,  for  his  partiality  to  papal  jurif- 
didlion,  in  a  Proceftant  State,  as  is  remarked, 
page  31,  Fair  Reprejentation^  King  Richard  II. 
loft  his,  for  the  fame  fault,  in  a  Roman  Catholic 
one.  The  Concordat  eftabliQied  by  Francis  I.  in 
France,  the  ftatutes  of  Pr^munire  in  England, 
(though,  in  p.  65,  he  fays,  they  oaly  went  to  re- 
ftrain  the  introduction,  into  the  kingdom,  of  Popes 
bulls,  which  touched  the  King's  crown  and  regality, 

•  Rapin  Thoyras,  Rich.  II.    lb.  p.  322,  vol.  vii. 

-f  In  general,  the  word  ahdicatkn  among  loyal  fubjefls  has 
been  ufed  to  exprels  this  tranfadion.  The  republican  fadlion, 
all  over  the  world,  will  not  fail  to  quote  fe  refpe&able  an  au- 
thorit}'  as  Dr.  Duigenan,yffr  a  king  drivtn  from  bis  tbrw  hjt 
his  /uhjec^s, 
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or  his  realm,  and  the  execution  of  fuch  bulls  ;  and 
that,  till  Henry  VIII.  appeals  to  Rome,  though 
illegal  were  connived  at:)  are  proofs  in  point, 
as  are  alfo  the  conftitutions  of  Clarendon,  which, 
fo  early  as  the  reign  of  Henry  II.  forbid  the 
exercife^  of  papal  jurifdidlion  in  England; 
yet  they  were  enafled  by  the  Parliament  of 
England,  then  all  Catholics. — This  laft  proof 
is  exprefied,  in  the  very  words  which  are  pub- 
lifhedas  the  Dodlor's  own  words,  in  a  pamphlet 
faid  to  contain  the  fubftance  of  a  debate,  upon 
this  fame  fubjedt,  in  the  Irifh  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons, on  the  4th  of  May,  1795.  Dublin  Cham^ 
hersy  No,  5,  Abbey-Streety  1795. — tru^,  he 
adds,  the  Irifli  Roman  Catholics  are  more  at- 
tached to  this  foreign  jurifdi6lion  than  the 
Englifh ;  "  it  muft  then  be  only  a  matter  of 
opinion,  not  an  article  of  faith,  which  the  Doftor 
well  knows  is  every  where  the  fame.  But  juft  now 
he  aflured  us,  that  the  contrary  of  his  pofition  p^^^  2 
could  not  be  maintained,  without  ceafing  to  be  a 
Catholic. 

I  have  taken  thefe  among  the  many  proofs, 
which  hiftory  furniflies,  of  the  jealoufy  and  in- 
dependent fpirit  of  Roman  Catholic  countries,  in 
ecclefiaftical  concerns,  to  deftroy  that  afifumed 
certainty  of  acquiefcence  with  which,  joined  to 
a  falfe  quotation  of  the  Oath  of  Roman  Catholic 
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Titular  Blfhops,  and  his  own  interpretation  bt  i 
council  in  the  thirteenth  century:,  he  attempts  td 
i*age  20.  combat  the  pofition,  'That  men  fincerely  at^ 
t ached  to  the  whole  Reman  Catholic  Creed  may 
he  as  good  and  faithful  Juljccls  cf  the  Britijh  empire 
as  Proteflants  y  and  conlequently  as  fafeiv  ad- 
miflible  to  the  fhare  which  their  property,  or  their 
fervices  may  entitle  them  to  in  the  fupreme 
legiflative  and  fuperior  executive  capacities,  under 
their  Proteilant  Sovereign.  He  endeavours  then 
to  argue  from  the  fpirirual  power  of  the  Pope, 
and  its  neceiTary  connexion  with  temporals. — That 
Roman  Catholic  Monarchs,  and  governing  members 
cf  Roman  Catholic  Republics^  are^  by  the  tenets  cf 
their  religion^  bound  not  ordy  to  conjent  to  the  execution 
but  to  execute  the  decrees  of  their  Churchy  as  well  on 
the  per/on  as  on  the  properties  cf  their  fubje^fs. 

This  is  fully  anfwered  above,  being  only  i 
part  of  -his  firft  propofition,  (landing  or  falling 
with  it;  but  he  has  caufed  fome  confufion,  and 
lofs  of  time,  by  introducing,  as  from  The  Cafe  of 
Ireland  reconfideredy  a  propofition  which  neither 
is,  nor  could  be,  expreflcd  or  implied  in  it : 
(page  2i),  he  fays,  the  major  propofition,  to 
wit,  the  Jpiritual  authority  of  the  Pope  net  being 
an  inherent  part  of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  ^ 
— the  fpiritual  authority  of  the  Pope  is,  and  no- 
Page  21  ^^^"g  produced  from  the  pamphlet  that 
denies  or  weakens  it,  an  inherent  part  of  the 
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Roman  Catholic  religion  ;  but  has  no  fanftion  of 
tennporal  law,  no  coercive  power,  in  this  life ; 
its  objed:  does  not  come  under  the  fenfes,  is  not 
in  this  world,  and  can  no  way  come  in  conta6l 
with  civil  exiftence  ;  it  is  as  diftinft  from  tern- 
poral  power  as  fpirit  is  from  matter. 

The  council  of  Lateran,  and  Dr.  Troy,  whofe 
authority  the  Do6lor  quotes,  are  both  very  right 
in  faying,  that,  the  other  propofition,  as  he  ftates 
it,  is  falfe ;  but  he  was  very  wrong  in  faying, 
it  was  contained,  or  could  be  inferred,  where  he 
fays  he  found  it.  With  great  fear  and  reverence 
be  it  fpoken,  the  learned  Doctor  does  not  feem 
to  diftinguifh  properly,  three  very  diftindl  ideas, 
fpiritual,  ecclefiaftical,  and  temporal. 

The  Church,  without  any  interference  of  the 
State,  poireiTes  fpiritual  power,  but  its  only  tri- 
bunal is  in  foro  con/dentil.  It  may,  in  its  inter- 
pretations of  the  divine  laws,  condemn  thofe  who. 
adhere  to  its  do6lrines,  to  very  great  pains  and 
penalties  in  the  next  world,  but  it  muft  grant 
them  a  reprieve  of  execution  until  they  arc 
there ;  for,  in  this  world,  it  cannot  touch  a  hair  ^ 
of  the  head  of  the  moft  refradory  (inner.  If  the 
word  jurifdidlion  had  not  been  employed  to  ex- 
prefs  two  very  different  ideas,  much  confufion 
would  have  been  avoided.  The  Church,  with  the 
cbnfcnt  of  the  ftate,  may  poffefs  ecclefiafticai 
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power,  and  as  much  of  temporal  power  tofanftion 
it  as  the  ilate  thinks  proper  to  allow,  and  no 
more.  The  fl;:te  is  not  obliged  to  allow  it  any ; 
nor  is  its  exiftence  lefs  certain,  kTs  extenfive; 
perhaps  it  is  even  more  pure,  and  more  venerable 
without  it.  At  Pekin  or  at  Rome,  under  Dlo- 
clefian  or  under  Conftantine,  in  the  palace  of  the 
monarch  or  in  the  cottage  of  the  j^e.-fant,  ii  isfcill 
the  fame,  fublime,  abftradled,  fpiritual  rcUtion, 
of  the  creature  to  his  Creator:  its  obj  61  alcove, 
glory  to  God  ;  its  fole  concern  on  earth,  peace  and 
goodwill  to  man. 

Such  it  was,  in  the  firft  ages  of  Chriflianity,  be- 
fore thofe  fatal  divifh.n  .vhic^  h-.vc  ftained  the 
Chrifiian  world  with  Chriftian  blood,  were  fo- 
mented to  advance  the  fclfifli  ends  of  individuals, 
at  the  expence  of  all  that  is  dear  t-j  humanity. 

This  abftrufe  point  of  theology  being  not  un- 
intentionally entangled  with  politics,  I  have  re- 
lu6lantly  ventured  thus  far  into  a  teaious  diicufTion 
with  fo  learned  a  man  upon  his  own  ground.  And 
1  muft  ftill  farther  take  upon  myfelf  to  affure  him> 
that  the  idea  which  he  gives  in  this  publication  of  the 
power  of  the  Pope,  or  of  the  Church  in  Catholic 
States,  and  their  willingnefs  to  admit  it,  is  totally 
erroneous. 

It  is  not  the  queftion  of  theology  which  I  pre- 
tend to  treat,  but  a  political  one,  whether  the 
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Roman  Catholic  faith  be  incompatible  with  the 
duty  of  a  fub'eft  in  a  free  ftate  ?  Whether  thefe 
tenets  of  t'' at  faith  are  fufficient  caufe  to  deprive 
two  millions  of  people  of  their  rights  ? 

Never  was  there  a  pofitlon  on  a  worfc  founda- 
tion, nor  more  replete  with  mifchief  than  this, 
that  Roman  Catholic  Monarchs,  and  governing  mem- 
hers  of  Roman  Catholic  Republics ^  are,  by  the  tenets 
of  their  religion y  bound  not  only  to  conjent  to  the  exe- 
cut  ion,  but  to  execute  the  decrees  of  their  Churchy  as 
well  on  the  perfons  as  on  the  properties  of  their  Jub- 
je5ls.    The  firft  Roman  Catholic  lawyers  and  di- 
vines have  conftantly,  in  all  ages,  denied  it  s  the 
whole  evidence  of  hiftory  is  againft  it ;  the  con- 
ftitution  of  every  Roman  Catholic  ftate  in  the 
world  contradids  it.    It  fcarceiy  appears  credible, 
that  Dr.  Duigenan,  who  is  looked  up  to,  by  his 
party,  as  the  fountain  of  all  knowledge ;  fhould 
write  upon  fubjedls  fo  entirely  tonnedled  with 
church  hiftory,  and  yet  miftake  Fleury,  the  cele- 
brated church  hiftorian,  for  Cardinal  Fleury,  the 
well-known  prime  niinifter.    (p.  ii,)  No  man 
is  obliged  to  know  any  thing  of  church  hiftory, 
nor  is  Roman  hiftory  among  our  moral  obliga- 
tions y  but  indeed,  if  we  pretend  to  write  upon  it 
for  the  inftrudlion  of  others,  we  ftiould,  at  leaft, 
know  Tacitus  the  hiftorian,  from  Tacitus  the  em- 
peror.   If  he  think  it  worth  while  to  acquire  in- 
formation, he  may  ftudy  the  hiftory  of  the  Gallic 
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can  church,  fince  the  reign  of  Francis  I.  or  read 
in  any  modern  magazine  the  life  o£  the  late  Em- 
peror Jofeph  II.  and  his  tranfaclions  with  the  Sec 
of  Rome  i  does  he  think  that  Emperor  or  his  fuc- 
ccfTors  were  very  willing  to  fhare  their  power  with 
the  Pope  ? 

We  have  many  exifting  proofs,  under  our  eyes, 
that  it  is  neither  impoflible  nor  impracticable,  as 
he  afferts,  to  feparate  a  vaft  portion  of  temporal 
power,  or  any  portion  of  it  whatfoever,  from  fpiri- 
lual  fbpremacy. 

The  fpiritual  fupremacv  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  of  many  religious  feels,  of  Quakers,  Mo- 
ravians, Calvinifts,  does  aftually  exift,  in  its  fulleft 
extent,  among  their  followers,  in  England,  ia 
America,  in  Germany,  without  an  atom  of  tem- 
poral power.  When  they  have  read  the  refra(ftory 
(inner  out  of  meeting,  or  excommunicated  him,  their 
power  ceafes ;  and  even  this,  probably  they  could 
not  legally  do,  unlefs  he  chofc  to  fubmic  to  it. 
For  I  doubt  much  if  they  could  publicly  pafs  any 
fuch  cenfure  as  might  hun  his  reputation,  upon  any 
of  their  members  who  fhould  previoudy  withdraw 
himfdf  from  their  community.  To  his  queftion 
then,  what  degree  of  temporal  power  and  influ- 
erxe  does  the  fupremacy  in  fpirituals  derive  from 
the  exclufive  jurifdiftion  refpecting  Herefy  ?  I 
anfwer,  Nojie.    And  qvery  Roman  Catholic  all 

over 
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over  the  world  will  anfwer.  None.  What  degree 
of  temporal  power  and  influence  does  the  exclufivc 
matrimonial  jurifdi^lion  confer  ?  None. 

No  matter  how  a  marriage  is  conrracfled,  whe- 
ther by  a  Proteftant,  a  Catholic^  a  Quaker,  an 
Anabaptift,  or  a  Moravian ;  or,  whether  it  is  held 
CO  be  a  facrament,  or  a  mere  civil  contrail :  If 
it  be  not  according  to  the  law  of  the  land  where  it 
takes  place,  it  is,  to  all  legal  intents  and  purpofes, 
no  marriage.  If  two  perfons  publicly  cohabit 
without  a  proper  fanflion  for  fo  doing,  if  fuch  be 
the  difcipline  of  the  place,  let  them  be  indided, 
and  anfwer  for  it.  This  once  known,  where  is  the 
inconvenience  ?  Afcer  following  him  ftep  by  ftep 
through  all  his  arguments,  it  now  remains  to  fee 
what  ufe  he  makes  of  his  pofition,  when  he  aflumes 
it  as  granted. 

All  fuhje5ls  of  a  State ^  who  deny  that  the  Jwprme  Page  28. 
^ower^  by  which  that  State  is  conjiitntionally  governed^  ^ 
is  exclufively  intitled  to  enaci  and  execute  all  laws  for 
the  good  government  of  that  State^  and  who  maintain^ 
as  part  of  their  religious  creed^  that  a  power  exifis 
extraneous  and  feparate  from  the  Statey  and  not  under 
its  control  and  domijiicn,  which  can  make  lawsy  and 
enforce  their  execution  among  the  fuhje^ls  of  that  State^ 
in  many  particular s^  are  enemies  to  its  independence ^ 
and  traitors  :  admitted  ;  but  hear  the  confequencc 
he  draws :  Irifh  Romanifts,  (that  is  to  fay,  Roman 
1 Z  Catholics 
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Catholics  in  general,  for  they  have  not  two  faiths) 
univerfally  maintain,  as  an  immnrable  tenet  of 
their  religion,  the  fupremacy  of  the  Pope,  in  all 
Jpritual  matters  within  this  kiyigdcm  f  which  fpiritu- 
ality  hc:s  riothing  to  do  with  rhis  power),  herely  is  of 
fpiritual  c  gnizance,  fo  is  m  .tri  i  ony,  and  theRo- 
manifts  hold  it  to  be  a  facrament  \  therefore  all  Ro- 
wan Catholics  are  .  traitors  \  and  I  ajk  this  Author y 
whether  he  can  produce  a  fingle  injiance,  in  which  a 
State,  having  Jufficient  power  to  exclude  all  traitors 
from  its  Jovereignty,  voluntarily  called  them  to  the 
exercije  of  fupreme  power,  This  would  be'  the  cafe^ 
if  Irijh  Romanifis  were  admitted  into  the  Houfes  of 
Lords  and  Commons,  The  reft  of  the  phrafe  con- 
firnns  the  fenfe,  and  this  is  the  reafoning  he  offers 
to  Engliriinien,  fuppofed  to  excel  all  other  nations 
in  that  particular  faculty  :  and  in  a  State,  govern- 
ed by  laws,  exifting  for  the  prote6lion  of  its  fub- 
je£ls,  he  aiTerts,  and  publifhes  in  the  capital  of 
the  Britifh  empire,  that  the  Roman  Catholic  peers, 
the  Roman  Catholic  gentry,  the  Roman  Catholic 
officers  entrufted  with  the  command  of  his  Ma- 
jefty's  troops ;  the  Roman  Catholic  foldicrs  who 
fpilt  their  blood  for  his  Majcfty  and  their  country, 
that,  all  his  Majefty's  Roman  Catholic  fubjedls 
are  traitors.  Is  he  to  be  allowed  to  ihove  the 
able  and  equitable  judges  of  the  land  from  their 
benches,  fubftitute  his  caprice  for  law,  and 
thus  pronounce  the  fentence  of  his  fpleen  up- 
on fo  large  a  body  of  men,  in  contempt  of  the 
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repeated  tefti monies  which  they  have  received  from 
his  Majefty,  and  his  Minifters,  that  they  are 
good  and  loyal  fubjeft?  *  If  he  does  noc  mean 
Roman  Catholics,  what  has  he  been  writing  about  ? 
And  does  he  again  mean  them,  by  thoje  'Who  are  Page  30. 
taught  by  their  religion^  mt  only  to  renounce  and  dif- 
obey,  but  to  villify  and  traduce  the  fupremacy  of  the 
legijlature,  and  who  thus  ally  fuperftition  to  irea/on, 
and,  as  it  were,  Jan^ify  rebellion  ? 

Who  but  himfelf,  and  the  fnalloweft  reafon- 
ers  againil  all  religion,  ever  affe6t:ed  to  fupnofe, 
that  fuch  a  religion  could  exift,  and  that  it  was 
precifely  that  religion,  which  the  greater  part  of 
the  Sovereigns  of  Europe  encouraged  and  main- 
tained among  their  fubjc(fls  ?  If  he  means  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  religion,  whofe  tenets  are  the  fame 
all  over  the  univerfe,  and  moft  of  them  received 
by  all  Chriflian  Churches,  the  garment  thus 
ftained,  by  unnatural  brethren,  will  not  be  ac- 
knowledged by  our  common  father. 

What  an  acquifition,  to  the  enemies  of  Chrifli- 
anity,  are  fuch  accufations  among  Chriftians  ? 
What  narrow  mind  does  not  comprehend  how 

*  See  the  preambles  to  the  feveral  A6ls  of  Parliament, 
pafled  during  the  rei^n  of  his  prefent  Majefty,  for  the  relief 
of  his  Roman  Catholic  fubjedls.  If  they  be  traitors,  as  Dr. 
Duigenan  fays  they  are,  of  what  crime  are  his  Majefty 's  Minif- 
ters,  and  the  Members  of  the  Legiilature,  (who  palled  thefe 
A6b)  guilty  ^ 
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heady  all  its  branches  are  allied  ?  In  what  con- 
fined fphere  of  obfervation  has  his  life  been  paft, 
who  has  not  fometimes  fmiled,  to  hear  the  parti- 
zans  of  different  Chriflian  feds  accufing  each  other 
of  fuperftitlon  ^nd  religious  tyranny,  rending  be-  . 
tween  them  the  veil  of  the  temple,  while  the  deifl  or 
the  atheid  was  fikntly  colieding  his  arguments,  or 
fharpening  his  wit  at  the  expence  of  both  ?  Who 
has  not  pitied  the  ignorance  of  fome  foreigners,  who, 
widiout  underftanding  it,  have  laughed  at  the  idea, 
that  the  head  of  the  Englifh  church  can  do  no 
wrong j  or  that  the  Roman  church  cannot  err? 
yet  there  is  nothing  but  what,  properly  explained, 
is  perfectly  reconcilcable  to  good  fenfe  either  in  the 
impeccability  of  the  one,  or  in  the  infallibility  of 
the  other 


I  mufl  here  requeft  the  indulence  of  my  readers 

for  making  a  very  Ihort  digreffion,  to  take  notice 

of  another  argument  of  Dr.  Duigenan's,  againft 

Roman  Catholics  ;  I  take  what  are  faid  to  have 

been  his  own  words,  in  a  debate  in  the  Irifh  Houfe 

of  Commons,  May  4th,  1795.    Chambers  95. 

,9jl  ,  ^  fscQnd  avowed  principle  of  Roman  Catholics,  which 
billforthe     ^  r  .      .  .7-1 

fcLrthevTe-pf^events  a  fair  commumcatiGn  of  pcltt teal  power  m 

hef  ol-  his       a^fg  ^^^^i?  Roman  Catholics ,  and  will  he  an  eter* 

Yo^\'^[i,ornd  caiife  of  fe par  at  ion  between  them  and  FroteJtantSy 

^°T^J!  is  that  uncharitable  tenet  of  excluftve  falvation.  This 
Catholic,  J        y  y 

^bjcv^h .  imcharitahle  opinion  tends  flrongly  to  render  Roman 
CailrJics  irreconcikahle  enemies  to  Protejla^ts,  Hew 


[    41  ] 


can  any  real  amity  Juhfift  between  them^  when  the 
Roman  Catholic  believes  his  Proteftant  neighbour  to 
be  a  living  tabernacle  for  the  devil ^  and  that  his  Jpirit 
immediately  on  its  Jeparation  from  the  body  dejcends 
to  helly  and  is  doomed  to  eternal  mijery  ?  Now  this 
tenet  of  the  Roman  Catholic  faith,  cannot  be  ex- 
prefled  in  ftronger  terms  in  any  part  of  its  dodlrine, 
than  it  is  in  the  firft,  fecond,  and  laft  fentence  of 
the  Creed  of  St.  Athunafius,  appointed  by  the 
Liturgy  of  the  Church  of  England,  to  be  faid,  or 
fung,  upon  certain  feafts,  by  the  people  Handing, 
inftead  of  the  Apoflle's  Creed.* 

"  Whofoever  will  be  faved,  before  all  things  it  is 
neceffary  that  he  hold  the  Catholic  faith." 

Which  faith,^  except  every  one  do  keep  whole 
and  undefiledj  without  doubt  he  fliall  perifli  ever- 
laftingly.^' 

*^  This  is  the  Ca;tholic  faith  which,  except  a  man 
believe  faithfully,  he  cannot  be  faved.  The  Doc- 
tor adds  in  this  pamphlet,  given  as  the  fubftance 
of  the  debate.  May  4th,  1795,  by  Chambers, 
Dublin." 

*  Se2  Common  Prayer  Book, 
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"  This  (the  tenet  of  Roman  Catholics)  is  a  cruel 
and  unchriftian  dodrine,  and  calculated  for  eternal 
difcord  and  feparation,  and  the  Proteftant  church, 
as  the  truth  is,  allows  that  all  Chriftians,  of  what- 
ever fe(5l  or  perfuafion,  may  be  faved.** 

But  the  Greek  churchj  the  religion  of  many  of 
the  Ruflians,  our  allies,  does  not,  in  general,  be- 
lieve in  the  Trinity  in  the  way  in  which  the  Creed 
of  St.  Athanafius  expounds  it;  they  are  a  moft 
numerous  and  powerful  nation,  Chriftians,  yet  not 
profefTingthat  Catholic  faith,  which  faith,  accord- 
ing to  St.  Athanafius,  and  the  Englifli  church 
(which  admits  his  creed,)  except  every  man  keep 
whole  and  undefiled,  without  doubt  he  lhall  perilh 
everlaftingly.  That  Creed  is  fuppofed  to  have 
been  framed  as  an  exclufive  teft  againfl:  Arians; 
they,  too,  are  Chriftians,  fo  are  the  Socinians  ge- 
nerally allowed  to  be,  and  the  numerous  fe6ts  to 
which  thefe  two  herefies  have  given  rife  j  yet 
Dodtor  Duigenan,  L.  L.  D.  pofitively  fays,  the 
Proteftant  church  allows,  that  all  Chriftians,  of 
whatfoever  feft  or  perfuafion,  may  be  faved.  Why 
is  he  fo  angry,  page  174,  with  Lord  Minto,  for 
calling  the  Romanifts,  Catholics  ?  If  he  allows 
them  a  chance  of  falvation,  according  to  his  own 
doclrine,  they  muft  believe  in  the  Catholic  faith, 
whole  and  undefiled,  and  confcquently  may  be 
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Called  Catholics.  For  the  tenets  of  Calvinifmupon 
the  fame  fubjeft,  (fee  Calvin's  Refutation  of  Ser- 
vetus).    Thofe  of  the  Kirk  of  Scotland  are  con- 
tained in  their  confeflion  of  faith,  ratified  by  Par- 
liament, 1560:  *' Which  Kirk  is  Catholic,  that 
is,  univerfal,  becaufe  it  containeth  the  eledt  of 
all  ages,  out  of  which  Kirk  there  is  neither  life 
"  nor  eternal  felicity,  and  therefore  we  utterly 
abhor  the  blafphemy  of  them  that  affirm,  that 
men,  which  live  according  to  equity  and  jufticc, 
(hall  be  faved,  what  religion  that  ever  they  have 
"  profeffed." 

The  truth  is,  that  tenet  which  is  fo  often  ob- 
jefted  to  Roman  Catholics,  belongs  more  or  lefs 
to  all  fe6ls  of  the  Chriftian  religion ;  and  it  re- 
quires but  little  reflection  to  perceive,  that  it  muft, 
in  a  great  degree,  find  its  way  into  every  feet 
Ivhich  makes  faith  a  condition  of  falvation. 
But  this  terrible  tenet,  like  moft  other  fpeculative 
opinions,  has  nothing  in  it  cither  uncharitable  or 
anti-focial.  It  lofes  all  its  deformity  when  placed 
in  a  proper  light.  All  Chriftian  churches  agree, 
that  a  perfon  living  in  error,  knowingly  and 
againft  his  confcience,  will  fcarccly  be  faved ^  but 
all  Chriftian  churches  agree  alfo,  that  ac  perfon 
living  in  error  unknowingly  and  confcientioufly, 
will  fcarcely  be  damned. 
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How  happy  would  it  have  been  for  mankind, 
what  torrents  of  blood,  what  ages  of  mifery  would 
have,  been  fpared,  if  religion  had  never  been 
mixed  with  politics,  but  by  its  maxims  of  univer- 
fal  charity  and  mutual  forgivenefs. 

While  the  eflablifliment  of  the  reformation  was 
doubtful  in  England,  and  the  titles  to  the  confif- 
cated  eftates  of  the  church,  might  be  deemed  pre- 
carious, thefe  mifreprefentations  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  faith,  and  the  penal  lav/s  againft  the  pro- 
fefTors  of  it,  miglit  have  had  at  leaft  the  excufe  of 
political  expediency.  While  the  pretenfions  of  the 
houfe  of  Stuart  to  the  throne  of  Eno;land  could 
be  confidered  as  dangerous,  and  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion  was  deemed  favourable  to  them, 
the  fame  excufe  might  be  alleged.  Though 
Dodor  Duigenan,  p.  163,  with  a  boldnefs  be- 
yond any  other  author  of  hiflorical  doubts,  affirms, 
paiTim.  that  the  Irifh  never  were  attached  to  the  Houfe 
of  Stuart,  and  that  the  Catholic  religion  is  not 
favourable  to  the  caufe  of  monarchy.  Even  as 
long  as  any  doubt  could  remain  about  the  tides 
to  forfeited  eftates  in  Ireland,  fome  plea  might 
be  made  for  this  fyftem,  though  many  other 
modes  of  fecuring  them  might  have  been  devifed, 
better  than  putting  three-fourths  of  the  country 
under  penal  and  Veftridive  laws. 
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But  now  that  not  one  of  thefe  dangers  ex  111 ;  and 
that  we  are  threatened,  from  every  fide,  by  other 
dangers  more  formidable,  fuch  as  call  for  the  whole 
force  and  unanimity  of  the  empire;  what  reafons  can 
be  alleged  for  the  continuation  of  a  fyftem  whicli 
no  cirucmftances  require,  and  which  evidently 
tends  to  weaken  and  divide  our  oppofition  to 
the  greateft  perils  to  which  the  world  was  ever 
expofed.  As  if  the,  daily  events  of  human 
life  did  not  unfortunately  produce  fufiicient  cc- 
cafion  of  ilrife  and  recrimination ;  why  will  he 
force  us,  w^orn  as  we  are  by  the  difienfions  of  our 
own  days,  to  return  to  thofe  of  Henry^  of  Eliza- 
beth, and  James,  to  feek  for  caufes  and  precedents 
of  hatred  and  miftruil  ?  eftablifhing  difcord  be- 
yond the  reach  of  prefcription,  lead  the  lapfe  of 
happier  ages  might  obliterate  its  effects  upon 
mankind,  and  make  the  fons  friends,  though  the 
fathers  had  been  enemies.  When  will  the  temple 
of  Janus  be  clofcd,  if  one  face  of  the  idol  look, 
in  the  Jpirit  of  revenge,  through  every  pad  age ; 
while  the  other,  in  the  fpirit  of  fiifpicion,  pe- 
netrates 'through  every  age  to  come ;  concen- 
trating., in  the  little  period  of  time  we  can  call 
our  own,  every  grievance  of  our  anceftors,  as  far 
as  hiftory  can  reach  and  of  our  pofterity,  as  far 
as  imagination  can  wander  ?  were  it  not  better  to 
live  among  the  moft  favage  tribe^  whofe  forefight 
extends  not  beyond  the  hour,  nor  their  annals 
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beyond  unaided  memory  ?  Thank  God,  fucK 
times  have  little  in  common  with  thofe  in  which 
we  live.  What  weak  and  niifchievous  man  would 
think  of  arraigning  the  wifdom  and  humanity  of 
the  Britifh  Legiflature,  by  raking  from  the 
duft,  in  which  they  are  buried,  the  obfolctc 
a(5ls  againft  witchcraft,  conjuration,  and  the  evo- 
cations of  evil  fpirits,  the  ordeal  trials,  the  de- 
cifions  by  combat,  and  many  another  weaknefs 
and  fuperflition  of  times  long  pofterior  to  thofe 
ages  of  univerfal  darknefs,  through  which  he  is 
obliged  to  grope  his  way,  to  get  at  fomething  ^ 
which  he  may  objedl  to  the  Roman  Catholic  re- 
ligion ^  fomething  to  perpetuate  dilTenfion. 

Page  31,  Dr.  Duigenan  warns  us  againft  relying  with  too 
3^' much  confidence  on  the  oaths  of  Roman  Catho- 
lics, which  operate  againft  their  religious  opinions  ; 
but  he  has  taken  great  pains  to  inform  us,  that 
their  religious  opinions  extend  to  every  tranfaclion 
of  public,  and  almoft  of  private,  hfe.  Does  he 
mean  that  their  engagements,  in  the  common  oc- 
currences of  life,  muft  not  be  trufted,  like  thofe 
of  other  people  ?  or,  that>  the  Britilh  nation  muft 
not  rely  upon  the  faith  of  Roman  Catholic  ftates 
that  none  of  the  Imperiaiifts,  Spaniards,  Portu- 
guife,  Italians,  or  Rufllans,  whofe  creed  is  iiearly 
the  fame,  are,  according  to  him,  worthy  of  con- 
fidence ?  mutl  not  his  Royal  Highnefs  the  Duke 

of 
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of  York  truft  the  Archduke  Charles  of  Auftria  ? 
muft  Lord  Nelfon  take  Dr.  Duigenan's  word* 
and  miftruft  that  of  th,e  King  of  Naples,  or 
idf  Cardinal  Rufo,  becaufe  they  are  Roman  Ca- 
tholics ?  is  it  only  our  good  fellow-Proteftanc 
the  King  of  PrufTia  who  never  will  deceive  us? 
Was  the  oath  of  allegiance  of  our  former  fellow- 
fubjedls  of  America  to  be  trufted,  becaufe  they 
are  Protellants  ?  is  that  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Canada  to  be  miftruftcd,  becaufe  they  are  Ronaan 
Catholics  ? 

In  what  a  melancholy,  ifolated,  pofition  would 
he  place  us;  more  eflentially  diftant,  more  wide- 
ly feparate,  and  cut  ofF,  from  the  reft  of  tfee 
civilized  world,  by  the  opinions  which  he  would 
inculcate,  than  by  the  ocean  that  rolls  between 

— Penitus  totp  divijos  orhe  Britannos, — Let  Eng- 
land remain  diftinguifhed,  as  (he  is,  among  the 
nations  of  the  earth,  by  her  virtues,  and  by  her 
fpirit;  not  diftindl,  as  he  would  have  her,  by  her 
religious  prejudices.  What  a  miferable  fchifm 
in  fociety  is  h.e  ftriving  to  create,  not  in  Ireland 
only,  but  in  the  world  ?  and  to  anfwer  what  end  ? 
Are  thefe  times  to  divide  the  friends  of  religion, 
and  of  government,  into  two  parties,  as  much 
animated  againft  each  other  as  againft  their  com- 
mon enemy  ?  What  evidently  appears  to  be 
meant,  by,  (page  41)  of  the  Cafe  of  Ireland  Re- 
10  ^  4onfidered, 
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confidered^    to  be  as  infulting  to  the  religion  of 
our  allies,   the  firft  nations  on  the  Continent 
of  Europe,  as  the  abominable  oath  of  Hatred 
to  Royalty,  fet  up  as    a  ted    in    France,  is 
to  their  form  of  government^  is  the  declaration 
againfl:    tranf-fubftantiation,   the    invocation  of 
page  183  faints,  the  facrifice  of  the  mafs,  and  the  terms 
in  which  it  is  expreflcd.    The  word  abjuration 
has  been  inadvertently  iifed,  by  the  author  of  that 
pamphlet,  for  declaration  againjly  and  has  drawn 
upon  him  the  reproach  of  contemptible  ignorance 
of  the  laws  of  his  country,  fee  page  126,  of  Fair 
Reprejentation,    Has  it  not  rather  an  uncourteous 
appearance,  that  an  Englifli  general  cannot  lead 
a  re-inforcement  of  a  thoufand  men  to  general 
Melas,  or  marefchal  Suwarrow,  until  he  has  made 
a  public  declaration,  that,  from  the  bottom  of  his 
heart,  as  he  hopes  to  be  believed,  he  is  firmly  convin- 
ced that  the  generals,  and  the  armies  which  they 
command,  and  the  courts  to  which  they  belong,  fol- 
low an  idolatrous  and  fuperftitious  religion  ?  one 
would  imagine  that  to  think  fo,  without  faying  it, 
were  enough  to  fatisfy  the  confcience.  To  exclaim 
perpetually  in  the  ears  of  the  greateft  nations  of  the 
Continent,  who,  with  the  aid  of  Great  Britain,  are 
endeavouring,  at  an  immenfe  expence  of  blood  and 
treafure,  to  fave  their  religion  from  the  enemies  of  all 
religion,  that  they  are  fighting  to  fupport  idolatry, 
fuperftition,  cruelty,  tyranny,  treafon,  &c.  as  this 
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author  and  a  few  others  do,  does  not  feem  wife  or 
decorous.  Who  would  not  imagine  he  was  in 
the  hall  of  the  Jacobins,  under  the  prefidency  of 
Fauchet,  or  Anacharfis  Cloots ;  or  rather  ftopped 
in  the  Fauxbourg  St.  Antoine,  by  the  crowd, 
gathering  around  one  of  the  ambulating  apologifts 
for  the  murder  and  pillage  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic church  and  its  minifters  ?  Is  it  to  be  be-  , 
lieved,  that  the  fubverfion  of  that  church  would 
be  indifferent  to  the  caufe  of  Chriftianity  it- 
feif? 

In  vain  will  the  Do6lor  argue,  that  he  fpeaks 
of  Irifli  Roman  Catholics :  the  dodlrine  of  their 
church  is  the  fame  through  all  the  nations  of  the 
univerfe ;  all  that  Irilli  Roman  Catholics  believe 
and  profefs,  they  believe  ahd  profefs:  all  the 
abufe  he  heaps  upon  them,  for  their  belief,  applies 
to  all  the  others. 

Not  to  fatigue  my  readers,  by  following  the 
Author  of  Fair  Repre/entation  through  all  his  grofs 
mifconftruftions  of  other  people's  arguments,  but 
to  meet  him  upon  a  fair  ftatement  of  his  own ; 
if,  as  he  fays,  from  the  nature  of  a  commercial  Page  26, 
country,  the  property  of  a  nation  will  fliifc,  and 
not  in  a  very  flow  progreflion,  from  the  Pro- 
teftant  to  the  Catholic  the  bulk  of  property,  as 
well  as  the  mafs  of  numbers,  will  certainly,  not 

H  at 
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at  a  very  diftant  period,  be  formally  excluded 
from  any  fhare  in  the  reprefentation  of  the  coun- 
try, except  the  privilege  of  voting  for  the  men 
who  exclude  them,  and  of  whom  the  laws  and 
fpirit  of  the  country  make  a  diftind  clafs, 
with  feparate  and  even  oppofite  interefts.  The 
moft  efficient  branch  of  power,  in  the  confti- 
tution  of  Ireland,  will,  at  that  period,  which 
he  fays  is  not  very  diftant,  according  to  his  own 
reafoning,  be  neither  with  the  property,  nor  with 
the  numbers  of  the  country ;  but  with  certain 
religious  opinions.  The  government  will  be  a 
mixture  of  theocracy  and  monarchy.  When^not 
the  pofTeffor  of  a  certain  property,  but  the  pro- 
feflbr  of  a  certain  religion,  can  be  the  only  re- 
prefentative,  though  property  happens,  at  that 
precife  time,  to  be  with  that  religion;  yet  the 
principle  of  power  and  reprefentation,  refting  in 
property,  is  abandoned.  It  is  poflible,  on  the  prin- 
ciple he  fupports,  that  no  man  poffeffing  any  pro- 
perty in  Ireland  can  hereafter  be  a  reprefentative 
in  parliament  for  any  part  of  Ireland.  If,  ac- 
cording to  his  other  pofition,  the  Roman  Catho^ 
lies  have  not  above  one-fortieth  of  the  property, 
and  are  not  likely  ever  to  have  fuch  a  proportion 
as  will  carry  any  weight  in  the  ftate ;  where  is  the 
danger  of  admitting  them  to  a  fhare  in  the  re- 
prefentation, in  proportion  to  the  very  fmall  fhare 
of  property  which  he  fays  they  can  poffefs  ?  if 
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there  be  no  clanger,  the  expediency  of  attaching 
the  great  mafs  of  population  to  the  laws  and  govern- 
ment of  the  country,  by  that  ftrong  tie,  the  fenfe 
of  individual  intereft,  will  not  be  denied. 

The  truth,  I  bcUevc,  lies  between  his  two  pofi- 
tions:  they  arc  neither  fo  deftitute  of  property,  nor 
of  the  means  of  acquiring  it,  as  he  ftates  on  the 
one  fide ;  nor  likely  to  acquire  it  by  fo  rapid  an  ac- 
cumulation, as  he  ftates  on  the  other. 

Would  it  not  be  better  then,  to  admit  them  by 
degrees,  and  let  their  influence,  in  the  flate, 
flioot  up  gradually  with  their  ftake  in  it,  and 
their  confequent  attachment  to  it ;  than  either  to 
keep  the  property  and  numbers  of  the  country 
in  a  feparate  clafs  unreprefented,  or  to  protra6l, 
and  admit  them,  ail  at  once,  with  the  great  mafs 
of  property  and  numbers  on  their  fide,  guided 
by  the  prejudices  and  contra6led  fpirit  of  party, 
which  naturally  do,  and  ever  muft,  arife  among  any 
fet  of  men,  kept  long  under  partial  reftridions, 
whether  they  be  Proteftants  or  Roman  Catholics. 
He  has  ftated  fome  of  the  inconveniences  which 
might  arife,  from  the  admiflion  of  Roman  Catho- 
lics, very  fairly ;  but  he  has,  more  often,  recourfe 
to  his  mere  affertion,  that  all  Roman  Catholics 
are  traitors  and  enemies  to  the  ftate,  (page  33) 
that   they   would  always  oppofe  his  Majefty's 
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minifters ;  and  forget  their  own  intereft  in  the  ftatc, 
to  join  any  fet  of  profligate  defperadoes.    But  he 
has  paft  over  in  filence  the  very  great  and  mani- 
fefl:  mifchiefs  which  have  arifen,  and  ftill  exift,  by 
the  prefent  fyftem  of  exclufion.    That  there  are 
inconveniences  on  both  fides,  no  one,  that  knows 
Ireland,  will  deny.    Great  and  infuperable  in- 
conveniences as  they  appear  to  my  mind,  in  ex- 
cluding expreflly,  from  their  fair  (hare  in  the 
conftitution  of  their  country,  fo  large  a  mafs  of 
property  and  of  people;  fhutting  them  out,  in 
a  great  meafure,  from  the  common  interefts  of 
the  ftate ;  fubje6ting  them  to  the  influence  of 
prejudice  and  party,  which,  from  the  nature  of 
things,  mufl:   exifl:  among  them,     under  fuch 
circumfl:ances  :  creating,  not  as  he  afi^ecls  to  fear, 
an  imperium  in  imperio,  but  another  nation  amtdfi 
the  nation-,  and  ereding  a  barrier  againft  that 
afTimilation  of  ideas,  even  of  religious  ideas,  which 
an  afllmilation  of  interefl:s  cannot  fail  to  create. 
As  flrong  and  as  infuperable  inconveniences  as 
they  appear  to  my  rnind,  in  thus  perpetuating 
the  prejudices  and  party  fpirit,  which  as  naturally 
and  as  violently  feize  the  minds  of  thofe,  co  whofe 
profit  this  exclufion  is  to  be  maintained  \  which, 
in  every  fl:ate,  will  be  found  as  dangerous,  an4 
as  trotiblefome  to  government,  as  the  former; 
and  will  never  ceafe,  while  its  caufe  exifl:s.  Lefs 
inconvenience,  in  admitting  the  majority  of  the 
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inhabitants,  even  with  the  prejudices  and  party 
Ipiric  in  which  their  political  fituation,  not  their 
religion,  has  involved  them,  but  which  every- 
day, that  breaks  under  a  fairer  fyftem,  v/ill 
diminilh ;  lefs  inconvenience,  in  admitting  them 
to  the  fair  fliare  of  the  conftitution  which  their 
fellow-fubjedls  enjoy;  in  the  flow  and  fafe  pro- 
portion cf  their  increafing  property,  under  the 
ftrong  and  vigilant  control  of  a  Proteftant  King, 
a  Potefl-ant  houfe  of  Peers,  and  the  moit  power- 
ful nation  in  Europe,  alfo  Proteftant.  Is  the  in- 
novation, talked  of,  in  the  Britifh  conftitution,  in 
admitting  property,  in  this  manner,  to  reprefenta- 
tion  ?  or  in  excluding  it  ?  which  is  moft  foreign 
to  the  fpirit  of  the  conftitution  ?  When  the 
price,  paid  for  the  benefits  of  the  conftitution  was 
lefs  felt,  men  might  be  lefs  fenfible  of  the  in- 
convenience and  humiliation  of  exclufion  ;  but,  at 
prefent,  that  it  requires  every  effbrt  of  induftry 
and  economy  to  fupport  it ;  to  pay  as  much  and 
more  than  other  people  do,  and  to  have  no  chance 
of  the  fame  benefits,  is  very  hard. 

No  arrangement  which  my  imagination  can  fug- 
geft,  either  with  or  without  an  Union,  will,  in  my 
weak  opinion,  remedy  the  former  inconvenience ;  the 
evident  caufe  of  the  diftreffed  ftate  of  this  country. 
The  latter  can  be  avoided  only  by  making  every 
diftindion,  even  what  appears  moft  trivial  becwe^n 
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the  two  religions,  as  imperceptible  as  poflible, 
and  the  common  interefl:  as  ftrong.  The  flightefi: 
partial  diftinclions  in  a  ftate  are  productive  of  the 
moft  exrenfive  mifchief.  It  is  not  fo  much  the 
things  themfelveSj  from  which  Roman  Catholics 
are  excluded,  as  the  humiliating  idea  of  exclufion 
which  afrlicls  them. 

It  is  becoming  the  magnanimity  of  a  great  na- 
tion to  confult  the  feelings  of  its  fubjeds. 

Let  us  fmooth  away  the  few  remaining  differ- 
ences, pity  and  enlighten-  fuperftition  when  we 
meet  it ;  treat  it  as  a  weaknefs,  oot  as  a  crime ; 
bear  its  exccflcs  with  as  much  forbearance  as  we. 
can ;  correct  them  with  all  the  feverity,  but  with 
ail  the  juftice  of  the  laws  s  and  let  no  a^reflioq 
provoke  us  to  defcend  from  the  dignity  of  govern- 
ment to  an  imitation  of  what  we  fo  juftly  abhor. 

Obliterate  old  anlmofities,  follow  the  fublimc 
example  of  the  firft  dates  which  the  world  ever  be- 
held, let  no  trophy  or  party  badge,  no  monument 
perpetuate  the  memory  of  civil  vidlories,—extin- 
guifli  party  fpirit  in-the  fpirit  of  the  country,  till  by, 
perhaps,  a  flow  but  a  fenfibie  and  fure  progreffion, 
population  will  emerge  from  its  femi-barbarous 
ilate,  and  the  common  intereft  become  paramount 
to  all  other  confiderations. 

The 
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The  frequent  repetition  of  Jacobin,  Deift", 
Atheift-,  and  the  other  abufive  terms  which  this 
Author  thinks  it  becoming  to  ufe,  embarrafles  ar- 
gument, merely  for  the  fake  of  proving  that  he  is 
angry.  If  he  cannot  refrain  from  fuch  language, 
as  fome  men  cannot  from  the  bad  habit  of  fwear- 
ing,  it  would  be  better  to  make  it  a  feperate  parti- 
tion of  difcourfe,  and  allot  a  Hieet  or  more  to  it  at 
the  beginning  or  end  of  his  work.  If  the  public 
care  at  all  about  what  authors  fay,  it  is  not  about 
what  they  fay  of  one  another. 

If,  as  Dr.  Duigenan  objedls,  tliere  be  any  laws  Page  3 u 
which  the  confcience  of  a  Roman  Catholic  may 
forbid  him  to  execute  in  the  ftate,  (I  know  of 
none)  let  his  confcience  alfo  forbid  him  to  accept 
the  truft.  If  he  take  it  upon  him  and  do  not  ex- 
ecute it,  whatever  may  be  his  fituation,  he  is  ame- 
nable to  the  laws  for  negledt  of  duty. 

IriJIj  Romantfts  are  almoft  miverjally  determined  Page  34. 
Republicans.  We  muft  wait  until  he  has  fulfilled 
his  promife  of  proving  it.  Has  he  fo  foon  forgot 
that  too  great  a  partiality  to  Monarchical  power 
was  the  ftanding  crime  which  ufed  to  be  objedled 
to  them  ? 


His  anfwer  to  the  fecond  argument,  that  Ro-  p^ge  36, 
man  Catholics  have  a  right  to  feats  in  parliament 

in 
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in  proportion  to  their  property,  becaufe  property 
IS,  by  the  Britifli  conftitiuion,  the  bafis  of  repre- 
fentation,  is  not  a  good  fpecimen  of  logical  deduc- 
tion.   It  is  fimply  this,  without  an  attempt  at 
farther  proof  or  higher  authority  than  his  own 
words:  "  A  clajs  o{  people,  the  determined  ene- 
"  mies  of  the  ftate,  traitors  in  theory,  and  always 
in  pradlce  when  they  dare,  be  their  property 
what  it  may,  cannot  be  proved  by  any  force  of 
*^  argument  to  have  a  right  to  be  admitted  into  the 
fupreme  legiflative  power  of  the  ftate.  They 
ought  to  be  excluded  by  every  principle  on  which 
civil  focieties  are  founded.    Therefore,  Roman 
Catholics  have  no  right  to  feats  in  parliament  ac- 
*^  cording  to  their  property.''         E.  D. 

36.  They  are,  as  he  advifes  them  to  be,  very 
thankful  for  being  permitted  to  remain  within 
the  territories  of  the  ftate,  and  to  enjoy  its 
protedion.  But  it  was  confidered  as  an  ungra- 
cious compliment  of  Cicero  to  Mark  Anthony 
to  thank  him  for  not  killing  him.  Though  to 
receive  juftice  as  a  favour  may  be  prudent,  to 
return  thanks  for  it  as  fuch  is  difpar aging,  and 
ftill  more  fo  to  require  it.  Notwithftanding  his 
friendly  advice,  their  veneration  and  love  of  the 
BritiQi  conftitution,  of  King,  Lords,  and  Com- 
mons, and  that  true  principle  of  it,  taxation,  and 
reprefentation,  will  ever  prompt  the  Roman  Ca- 
10  tholics 
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thollcs  of  Ireland  to  folicic  legally  and  refpe(5lfully> 
and  with  confidence  in  the  jiiftice  of  their  King 
and  fellow- fiibj efts,  an  equal  fhare  in  its  advan- 
tages, as  they  will  ever  be  ready  to  take  an  equal 
fhare  in  the  toil  of  maintaining,  or  the  danger  of 
defending  it.  Neither  flander  nor  menace  will 
move  them  from  that  line  of  intrepid  and  per- 
fevering  moderation,  which  reafon  and  duty  have 
traced  as  far  within  the  bounds  of  law,  as  charity 
has  within  thofe  of  focial  intercourfe.  Were  they 
to  purfue  any  other  mode  of  eonduft,  might  not 
their  indifference,  in  times  like  thefe,  be  conftru- 
ed  into  difaffeftion  ?  might  they  not  be  fufpeft- 
ed,  either  of  not  thinking  a  lhare  in  the  Britifli  con- 
ftitution  worth  feeking  or  of  feeking  it  elfe  where 
than  in  the  juftice  of  Britons?  But  no  artsofintereft- 
ed  men  fliall  teafe  them  into  apprehenfions,  that  the 
humble  and  juft  remonftrances  of  millions  of  their 
fellow-fubjefts,  whofe  complaints  are  almoft  with- 
in their  hearing,  will  ever  be  received  with  fafti- 
dious  indifference  by  that  auguft  affembly,  in 
which  the  moft  miferable  native  of  the  remotefl: 
region  of  Africa  has  found  fuch  zealous  and  elo- 
quent defenders.  Among  them,  as  often  as  the 
feelings  of  human  nature  have  been  interefted, 
the  diftinftions  of  political  party  have  difappear- 
cd.    In  their  even  balance,  no  afcendancy  will 

turn  the  fcale  againft  the  afcendancy  of  juftice ; 

no  part  preponderate  beyond  the  whole, 

I  All 
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All  Engli/h  and  Irifh  ftatefmen  and  Tenators,  ift 
the  reign  of  Henry  VIII.  Edward  VI.  and  Eli- 
zabeth, and  ever  fince,  Do£lor  Duigenan  afTures 
us,  have  fupported  the  idea,     That  the  mofi  nume- 
rous religious  JeEl  in  Ireland^  not  acknowledging  the 
Jiipremacy  of  the  Jlate^  hut  frofejjing  to  he  fuhje^  to 
a  foreign  juriJdi5lion^  their  religion  could  not  he  efla* 
hlijhed  without  defiroying  the  confiitution  which  is 
founded  on  the  principles  of  civil  and  ecclefiaflical  It" 
herty^  and  the  exclufton  of  foreign  interference  and 
jurifdi^ion.    He  then  informs  us,  that  the  petu- 
lance of  the  Author  of  the  Cafe  of  Ireland  Re- 
confideredy  and  the  education  which  he  fuppofes  him 
£0  have  had  among  French  philofophers,  the  only- 
rival  of  whofe  chara6teriftic  prefumption  is  their 
ignorance,  have  prompted  him  to  fay,  that  he 
could  not  underftand  how  any  well-informed  man 
could  repeat  this  objedlion  twice. 

Here  a  good  deal  of  attention  is  required,  for 
now  that  the  manly  fenfe  and  impartial  juftice  of 
Britons  have  difcarded  from  their  fenate-hpufe  the 
trivial  tales  of  Pope  Joan,  the  Scarlet  Whore, 
and  Anti-Chrift,  as  motives  for  taxation  or  dif- 
qualiiication  of  its  fubie61:s,  it  is  the  only  ground 
left  for  them.    It  muft  long  ago  have  been  ob- 
lerved,  that  every  argument  in  this  book  of  the 
Dodor's,  and  in  moll  others  on  the  fame  fide, 
con  Ills  of  this  afiertion  in  different  lhapes,  and 
every  difficulty  that  comes  in  their  way  is  refolved 
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by  taking  this  affertion  as  proved  or  adinlttecL 
Had  Dr.  Duigenan  been  able  to  prove  it,  he  need 
have  faid  no  more ;  reafoning  would  be  very  ffiort 
if  its  principles  were  adhered  to.  His  firft  foun- 
dation is  a  falfe  and  mutilated  quotation  of  the 
oath  of  Ronfian  Catholic  titular  Bifhops,  where 
he  inferts  what  they  are  ordered  to  leave  out,  and 
leaves  out  what  they  arc  ordered  to  inferti  his  next, 
as  we  have  feen,  an  unfupported  aflertion ;  his 
third,  after  having  employed  what  he  means  to 
prove  twenty  times  in  the  courfe  of  his  argument 
as  conceded,  is  a  perfonal  abufe  of  his  opponent, 
and  an  appeal  to  the  wifdom  of  llatefmcn  and 
fenators  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  from  the 
time  of  Henry  VIII .  to  our  days.  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  great  men  of  England,  and 
Ireland,  before  that  period,  and  the  ftatefmen, 
fenators,  and  divines,  of  moft  p^rts  of  Europe, 
both  before  and  ever  fince,  maintain  i  and  the 
examples  I  have  produced  above,  and  the  whole 
body  of  hiftory  are  proofs,  that  nothing  in  the  Ro-- 
man  Catholic  religion  is  incompatible  ijoith  a  conjiitu- 
tion  founded  on  the  principles  of  civil  and  ecclefiaftical 
liberty.  That  there  exifts  no  interference  of  tem- 
poral power  feems  to  be  allowed  on  all  fides.  It 
has  been  premifed  too,  and  I  think  proved,  or 
moft  certainly  it  may  be  proved,  that  fpiritual 
power  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  queftion;  and 
that  ecclefiaftical  power,  properly  underftood,  de- 
rives only  from  the  ftate.    The  portion  of  temporal 
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power  which  the  ftate  allows  to  the  church,  feems 
to  conftiture  what  is  meant  by  its  being  eftabliflied; 
and  fo  far  the  unity  of  religion  appears  neceflary 
to  the  ftate ;  but,  to  receive  a  ftipend  from  the 
ftate,  at  wiil,  withou:  any  temporal  power,  does 
not  convey  the  idea  of  eftabliflimcnt.  But  as 
this  Jaft  feems  not  fufficiently  diftinct,  in  our  n.ind, 
from  fpiricual  fupremacy,  ic  was  often  repeated  in 
that  pamphlet,  that  fome  reafonable  objedions 
might  be  made  to,  and  fome  irxonveniences  arifc 
from,  allowing  any  thing  like  a  church-eftablifh- 
Dcent  to  Roman  Catholics  in  England  and  Ireland, 
efpecially  with  any  thing  of  temporal  pov/er  and 
honour  j  but  none  in  admitting  Roman  Catholic 
fubjeds  to  every  other  fliare  in  the  legiflature, 
according  to  their  rank  or  property  ;  efpecially  in 
the  relative  fituation  of  Ireland  and  England :  on 
the  contrar}",  great  advantage  would  accrue  to 
the  tranquillity  and  ftrength  of  the  former,  and 
to  its  Proteftant  church-eftablifhment,  which 
would  be  equally  fccure,  without  the  fupport  of 
thofe  exclufive  laws,  vrnich  have  done  fach  harm  to 
the  country,  and  kept  both  eftablifhment  and  pro- 
perty in  a  precarious  and  unfetded  ftate.  This  opi- 
nion receives  great  additional  force,  even  with 
thofe  who  cannot  take  the  trouble  of  inveftigating 
the  clear  and  pofitive  fads  on  which  it  rcfl^,  v;hen 
wc  refledt,  that  the  ftatelmen  and  fenators  of  the 
reigns  of  Henry,  Edward^  and  Elizabeth,  were 
8  paffing 
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pafling  their  judf^ement  upon  a  faith  they  had  but 
recently  ab'iured,  of  whofe  tenets  they  might  be 
ignorant,  or  which  they  might  even  mifreprefcnc, 
from  a  fecret  bias  natural  to  the  mind  in  contro- 
verfy,  of  which  itfclf  is  fcarcely  confcious  ;  that 
thefe  too  were  times  of  violent  contention  all  over 
Europe,  in  which  a  fair  opinion  is  fcarcely  to  be 
expedted  from  either  of  the  contending  parties. 
That  the  others,  (the  ftatefmen  and  fenators  of 
other  countries  or  other  times,)  men  of  mod  re- 
fpe(51:able  abilities,  many  of  them  removed  from 
the  conteft,  fpoke  of  what  they  believed  and 
profefTed,  and  were  bound  to  reprefent  fairly  and 
confcientioufly.    But,  more  than  all,  whein  we 
hear  the  defccndants  of  thofe  Britifli  and  Irifh 
ftatefmen  and  fenators  he  alludes  to,  men  as  re- 
fpedlable  for  their  integrity,  as  admirable  for  their 
abihtes,  as  pure  in  their  patriotifm  as  any  of  their 
anceftors,  uttering  unequivocally,  very  different 
opinions,  in  a  language  more  conformable  to 
Chriftian  charity,  which  the  fpirit  of  religious 
party  has  ceafed  to  fufpend  every  where  but  in  one  P^g^  30. 
unhappy  ifland ;  and  we  cannot  eafily  be  brought 
to  believe  with  the  Dodor,  that  the  wifdom  of 
thofe  days  was  greater  than  what  exifts  in  our 
times.    When  every  art  and  fciencc  depending- 
upon  the  operations  of  the  human  mind  has  made 
a  confiderable  progrefs,  how  can  we  believe  that 
tiie  human  mind  itfelf  has  been  retrograde? 

Lord 
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Page  30.  Lord  Chefterfield,  whofe  opinions  he  alfo  prefles 
into  his  fervice,  is  mod  undoubtedly,  as  he  fays, 
above  the  fufpicion  of  narrow  or  illiberal  fenti- 
ments.  But  on  fonne  oecafions  it  may  be  obferv- 
ed,  that  this  nobleman  was  more  remarkable  for 
the  polifli,  than  for  the  depth  of  his  underftanding. 
That  pity  which,  on  the  occafion  Dr.  Duigenan 
quotes,  he  affefts  to  entertain  for  thofe  who  choofe 
to  believe  in  the  tenets  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  muft  be  extended  to  all  thofe  great  men 
of  the  age  of  Louis  XIV.  and  of  his  own  times, 
of  whom  he  profeiTes  himfelf  the  conftant  and  aJ- 
moft  exclufive  admirer.  It  is  flrange  that  their 
faculties  fhould  be  fo  tranfcendent  on  all  other 
fubje6ls,  fuch  mere  objeds  of  his  pity  on  this 
alone — That  he  who  knew  mankind  fo  well,  fhould 
pity  the  weak  minds  of  Richelieu,  of  Mazarin,  or 
of  Choifeul.  But  of  all  men,  fince  the  days  of 
Arriftippus,  Lord  Cheflerfield  has  been  celebrated 
for  the  elegant  pliancy  with  which  he  knew  how 
to  adapt  his  manners,  his  language,  perhaps  fome- 
times  too  his  fentiments,  to  the  perfons  he  ad- 
dreffed. 

The  dangerous  tendency  of  the  opinions  of  the 
Roman  Catholicjs  of  Ireland,  to  which  he  adverts, 
is  undeniably  their  attachment  at  that  period,  to 
the  old  race  of  their  monarchs.  Their  love  of 
monarchy  has  ever  been  their  chief  reproach.  If 

the 
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the  Roman  Catholic  religion  interferes  at  all  with 
politics,  it  is  to  inculcate,  to  fubjedls,  as  a  moral 
and  religious  duty,  refpedl  and  attachment  to  the 
fettled  forms  of  government  under  which  they 
live. 

The  writ  for  burning  Heretics  is  fhocking  to 
humanity;  the  laws  for  burning  witches  are  fhock- 
ing and  humiliating  to  human  nature  :  but  I  for  one 
do  not  partake  of  the  Do6bor's  apprehenfions  of 
feeing  either  the  one  or  the  other  revived  in  any 
civilized  country,  unlefs  the  violence  and  infatua- 
tion of  party  fpirit  drives  mankind  back  once 
more  into  that  pitiable  ftate  of  ignorance,  preju- 
dice, and  barbarity,  from  which  dear  bought  ex- 
perience, and  a  tedious  fuccefiion  of  ages,  have 
fcarcely  redeemed  us. 

There  may  appear  fome  ignorance,  but  I  can  j 
find  no  malice,  although  he  accufes  the  author  of 
the  pamphlet  of  both,  in  faying  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  do  not  deny  the  power  of  the  ftate  to 
manage  the  concerns,  eftablifhment,  faith,  and 
difcipline,  of  the  Church  of  England.    If  it  had 
pleafed  him,  in  his  Fair  Reprejentatioriy  not  to  mu- 
tilate the  phrafe,  but  :o  have  quoted  it  fairly  and 
honeftly,  with  what  is  contained  in  the  fame  num- 
ber of  it,  without  even  the  f^aration  of  a  comma, 

viz. 


Page  42.  viz.— With  all  the  authority  their  Bifhops  may 
Ireland,  pofiefs,  he  never  would  have  appeared  to  any  one 
but  the  Dodtor  to  have  aflerted,  that  the  faith  and 
difcipline  of  the  Church  of  England  ivere  mere 
creatures  cf  Jlate  policy y  7ict  founded  and  regu- 
^  lated  by  the  revealed  zvord  cf  Gcd,  Is  it  not 
evident  that,  by  the  f>ate  which  comprehends  the 
temporal  power  of  Biiliops  as  Peers,  and  by  all  the 
authority  which  the  Prelates  of  the  Church  of 
England  may  pofTefs  befides,  in  contradiftindlion 
to  their  temporal  power,  was  meant  to  be  expreffed 
what  was  conceived  to  be  the  fupreme  power  un- 
der God,  of  the  Church  of  England.  Where  is 
there  the  malicious  fneer  at  the  Eftablifhed  Church  ? 
Is  it  confident  with  fair  and  honeft  rep  re  fen  ration 
to  leave  out  fo  efiential  a  member  of  a  phrafc, 
and  then  draw  an  infidious  confequence  from  a 
^^g^S/'  broken  part  of  it.  ? 


Page  40.      The  comparifon  of  the  cafe  of  Ireland  and  of 

compari-  «      ^     i  i-   •        •     i-^^  r  ^ 

fon  of  ocotland,  as  to  religion,  m  dmerent  parts  of  the 
Scotland,  (^^r,  cf  Ireland  reconfdered^  notwithftanding  the 
Doftor's  infults,  appears  to  be  correal,  in  as  much 
as  he  himfelf  informs  us,  that  Scotland  ftruggled 
with  difficulty  againft  epifcopacy,  which  James  I. 
endeavoured  to  introduce,  until  about  nineteen 
years  before  the  Union.  That  during  that  ftrug- 
gle  to  introduce  a  religion  in  fpite  of  the  attach- 
ment of  the  moft  numerous  portion  of  its  inhabi- 
tants' 
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tants  to  another  creed.  Scotland  underwent  all 
the  misfortunes  he  defcribes  Ireland,  (page  54,)  as 
labouring  under  from  the  fame  caufe  ;  "  the  attach- 
*f  ment  ofa  confiderable  portion  of  its  inhabtitants 
"  to  their  religion,  in  oppofition  to  that  of  the 
Church  of  England,  which  the  Rate  endeavoured 
*^  to  introduce  and  Scotland  too  might  this  day 
have  remained  another  melancholy  proof  of  the 
cfFedls  of  fuch  a  fyflem,  if  the  people  had  not 
been  allowed,  wifely  and  humanely,  to  remain  in 
quiet  pofleffion  of  their  opinions.  Prefbyterianifm 
was,  a  few  years  after,  acknowledged  by  the 
Treaty  of  Union  to  be  the  religion  of  Scotland^ 
though  epifcopacy  was  that  of  England.  Now  I 
appeal,  to  any  well-informed  man,  does  not  the 
Roman  Catholic  church,  in  its  difcipline  and  in  its 
general  polirical  tendency,  come  nearer  than  Pref- 
byterianifm  to  the  Church  of  England  ?  I  afk 
alfo  any  unprejudiced  man,  whether  he  really 
believes,  if  England,  inflead  of  yielding  judici- 
oufly  to  the  tried  opinion  of  the  great  mafs 
of  people  in  Scotland,  had  perfevered  in  her 
endeavours  to  force  upon  them  her  own  religion, 
and  had  fubjedled  non-conformers^  who  were 
the  great  majority  of  that  nation,  to  penalties 
and  difqualifications,  that  Scotland  would  this  day 
be  a  country  as  fettled  and  as  thriving  as  we  fee 
it,  and  the  Union  attended  with  fuch  happy  cir- 
cumftances?    Whether  he  really  believes  that  if 
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the  fame  indulgence  had  been  fhewn  to  the  opinions 
of  its  inhabitants  an  hundred  years  ago,  with  every 
guarantee  and  fafe-guard  from  England  for  the 
Proreflant  efiablifliment,  Ireland  would  this  day 

be  in  the  fiare  Dr.  Dui2;enan  defcribes  ? 

Page  41.  Prefbyterianifm  was  the  eftablifhed  religion  of 
Scotland  at  the  time  of  the  Union,  becaufe  he  telh 

Page  47.  us  the  niafs  of  the  people  oppofed  any  other.  But 
It  was  fo  only  for  a  fhort  time,  eighteen  or  nine- 
teen years  before;  fince  he  tells  us,  the  flruggle 
hfled  till  the  revolution,  and  much  jealoufy  and 
diftpjfl  between  the  two  religions  ftill  exifted  at 
that  vet}'  period. 

The  argument  then,  not  by  any  means  for  the 
cftabliihment,  as  he  choofes  to  affert,  (in  abfolure 
contradiction  to  all  that  is  advanced  in  the  Cafe  of 
Ireland  -recc'-fideredy)  but  for  a  total  toleration, 
and  a  real  not  a  verbal  adoption  of  the  Romaa 
Catholics  of  Ireland  into  all  the  civil  advantages 
of  the  ftate,  is  this. 

As  Scodand  at  the  Union  retained  the  religion 
of  the  great  mafs  of  its  people,  which  had 
been  eflablifhed  a  few  years  before,  in  oppo- 
fi:ion  to  England,  as  he  fays,  and  as  both 
countries  have  hetrn  benefited  by  this  conceflion; 
therefore    Ireland,   by   i;5    Treacy   of  Union, 

might 
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might  be  allowed,  to  retain  without  any  difqualifica- 
tions,  the  religion  ofthe  great  nnafs  of  its  people,  not 
in  oppofition  to,  but  with  the  confent  and  th  rough  the 
humanity,  wifdom,  and  juPcice  of  England  and 
Ireland  j  not  to  the  exclufion  of  the  Church  of 
Engb.nd,  as  of  epifcopacy  in  Scotland ;  but  leaving 
and  confirming  to  that  church  for  ever,  the  whole  of 
its  ecclefiaflical  property  under  the  management  of 
the  ftate;  not  with  any  eflablifliment  of  temporal 
ri2:ht3  or  advantac;es  for  the  Roman  Catholic 
church;  but  with  equal  civil  rights  and  advantages 
for  its  members  ;  which  alone  can  be  called  com- 
plete toleration.  Unlels  upon  a  fair  examination, 
diverted  of  all  party  fpirit,  and  with  a  fincere  oe- 
fire  of  terminatins;  religions  dilTenfions,  refrric- 
tions  were  deemed  abfolutely  neceflury.  Such  an 
arrangement  would  probably  produce  the  fame 
good  effed  as  it  did  in  the  cafe  of  Scotland,  fmce 
the  want  of  it  has  produced  and  prolonged  the  fame 
misfortunes.  This  is  the  fair  way  of  ftating  the 
argument  deduced  from  Scotland, 

I  pafs  over  the  accufations  of  ignorance  and 
fraud.  The  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  do,  as  their 
anceftors  did  on  the  occafions  I  have  already  cited, 
difclaim  as  much  as  the  followers  of  the  Church  of 
England,  or  as  the  Prcfbyterians,  all  partner- 
fhip  of  dominion  within  the  realm  between  the 
ftate  and  any  foreign  power. 
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^^S^  43»  If  the  ftatement  of  this  book  of  the  Do6lor's  then 
be  jufl:,  and  this  be  fbe  cardinal  point  m  which  all 
political  authority  and  legitimate  government  reft  in 
the  Britijh  empire^  not  only  the  two,  but  the  three 
churches  are  fo  far  from  being  in  oppofition,  that 
there  exifts  between  them  the  moil  perfect  har- 
mony. Let  an  oath  be  framed;  a  fimple,  fair, 
and  honeft  pledge  between  man  and  man,  expref- 
fing,  in  the  flrongeft  fenfe  which  words  can  be 
made  to  convey,  the  duty  of  a  fubjedl  to  his  fove- 
reign,  and  to  his  country,  as  ftrong  a  renunciation 
of  all  foreign  interference,  temporal,  or  ecclefiafti- 
cal,  or  fpiritual,  fo  as  to  be  enforced  by  any  civil 
ad,  affedling  life  or  property,  or  any  other  tem- 
poral intereft  whatfoever,  without  the  confcnt  of 
the  ftatc  as  above  explained;  let  it  imply  no  more, 
and  he  that  will  not  take  it,  will  not  complain  of 
being  excluded  from  his  fair  fiiare  in  a  free  ftate. 

''^ge  12.  Yhe  Doctor  would  infinuate,  that  Roman  Catholics 
object  to  the  whole  of  the  oath  of  fupremacy.  Ic 
is  not  true.  How  ufelefs  foever  it  may  feem  for 
them  to  abjure  do6trines  which  they  never  thought 
of  profefiing,  letthe  words,  authority,  ecclefialtical 
or  fpiritual,  be  explained  as  they  may  be,  and  Roman 
Catholics  v/ill  not  obje6l  to  the  oath  of  fupremacy. 

In  page  40,  Fair  Repre/entation,  he  fays,  it 
h  obvious  the  Roman  Catholics  are  not  excluded 
from  parliament,  as  the  Author  of  the  Cafe  of 
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Ireland  ignorantly  Jiates,  by  their  not  admitting 
the  King  to  be  the  fupreme  head  of  the  church ; 
hut,  in  page  113,  of  the  pamphlet  faid  to  con- 
tain the  Suhfiance  of  the  Debate  cf  the  ^th  of  May^ 
1795,  the  following  words  are  given,  as  Dr.  Duige- 
nan'js,  among  his  rcafons  for  excluding  them:  The 
Roman  Catholics  abjolutely  deny  the  fupremacy  of  the 
King,  and  flate^  in  all  ecckfiafiical  concerns.  It  was 
this  afTcrtionj  of  Dr.  Duigenan  himfelf,  that  the  Au- 
thor, of  the  Cafe  of  Ireland  Reconfideredy  appears 
to  have  had  in  view,  when  he  advances,  that  they 
do  not  deny  the  fupremacy  of  the  King,  and  ftate, 
over  the  church  of  England. 

That  to  the  fimple  pledge  of  their  loyalty  and 
allegiance,  fliould  be  tacked  any  dubious  ex- 
prelTion,  which  might  wound  the  confcience,  or 
appear  to  place  them  in  an  infidious  and  unnecef- 
fary  dilemma  between  the  God  whom  they  adore, 
and  the  King  whom  that  God  commands  them 
to  reverence  and  obey ;  and  that,  to  be  put  on 
the  fame  footing  of  civil  rights  and  advantages 
as  their  fellow-fubjedls,  they  Ihould  be  obliged  to 
abjure  any  fpeculative  opinion,  having  nothing- 
to  do  with  the  bufinefs  of  this  world;  is  what 
they  mofi:  humbly  reprefent  as  a  grievance. 


If  there  be  any  degree  of  liberty  of  which,  one 
would  imagine,  the  moft  defpotic  ilate  would  not 
I  ^  be 
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be  jealous,  it  is  the  liberty  of  thoughts  if  there 
be  any  degree  of  liberty  which,  one  would  ima- 
gine, the  moft  jealous  flate  would  regard  witli, 
indifference,  it  is  the  manifeftation  of  thought, 
by  words  or  adtlons  which  have  no  concern  with 
the  laws  or  the  authority  of  the  flate.  The  li- 
berality of  the  church  of  England  puts  the  facred 
writings  into  the  hands  of  all  its  members.  But 
with  what  danger  is  that  liberty  attended,  if  to 
interpret  certain  paflages,  in  a  certain  manner,  will 
fubje6t  them  to  fuch  fevere  clifqualifications  and 
penalties  ?  if  the  firft  law-officer,  for  example, 
or  the  learned  Docftor  himfelf,  fuffers  a  devout 
imagination  to  lead  him  into  a  temporary  belief, 
that  the  interceffion  of  departed  faints  may  avail 
at  the  great  tribunal ;  can  he,  with  a  fafe  con- 
fcience,  keep  his  place  a  day  longer  ? 

They  conceive,  that  amidfl:  a  people  more 
univerfally  informed  than  any  other  which 
ever  exifted,  vvhofe  minds  are  accuftomed  to  the 
flrid  reafoning  of  a  Newton,  a  Locke,  an  Adam 
Smith,  and  of  fo  many  other  great  political 
writers,  who  have  reduced  the  principles  of  go- 
vernment almoft  to  mathematical  precifion  j  it 
never  can,  if  the  lead  attention  be  given  to  the 
fubjedl,  be  afiigned  as  a  reafun  of  taxation  or 
cxclufion  -of  any  of  their  fellow -fubjedts,  that 
they  believe  in  tranfubftantiation,  or  any  other 

fpecu- 
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fpeciilative  opinion^  at  leafr,  inJlfferent  to  the 
(late.  If  any  other  dangerous  dodlrines  are 
fuppofed  to  be  attached  to  this  belief,  it  would  be 
wife  znd  merciful  to  fabftitute  thofe  do6brines, 
in  the  tcft  of  excliifion,  in  the  place  of  thofe 
opinions  which  no  man  can  fay  have  any  bad  po- 
litical tendency. 

The  pofition,  that  every  ftate  ought  to  efla-  p^gg 
blifh  the  religious  fed  which  is  moft  numerous, 
is  not  from  the  pamphlet  the  Doctor  attacks^ 
but  taken  from  that  which  it  attempts  to  anfwer ; 
and  it  is  there  given  merely  as  an  opinion  of 
modern  authors.  It  certainly  is  aflcnted  to,  fup- 
pofing  religion  to  be  meant  for  the  comforts  of 
mankind,  and  prefuming  that  no  form  of  it,  long 
eftablifhed  in  any  civilized  nation,  can  be  efien- 
tially  bad.  But  whether  it  be  aflfented  to  in  a 
way  to  juftify  his  conclulions,  in  his  Fair  Repre- 
Jentation,  page  47,  the  comparifon  of  the  texts 
will  fhew.  There  is  fomething  very  mechanical 
in  the  operations  of  the  brain  ;  touch  but  one 
fibre,  and  it  wakes  the  whole  train  of  ideas  with 
which  it  is  ufed  to  be  coupled:  the  found  of  eftablifh- 
ment  at  once  calls  out,  in  fome  minds,  gleb^^,  tythe- 
proclors,  and  vicars-general : 

Should  I  go  to  church. 
And  fee  the  holy  edifice  of  ftone, 
Aad  not  bethink  me  ftrait  of  dangerous  rocks. 

Which, 
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Which,  touching  but  my  gentle  veflbrs  fidci 
Would  fcatter  all  her  fpices  in  the  llream. 
Enrobe  the  roaring  waters  with  my  filks. 
And,  in  a  word, — but  now  worth  this — 
And  now,  worth  nothing. — 

Merchant  of  Venice* 

But  his  fears  will  be  lulled,  if  he  takes  the 
trouble  to  read,  once  more,  the  words  of  his 
own  book,  and  thofe  of  the  pannphlet. 

He  lays  it  down  as  a  pofi-  The  Roman  Catholics  can- 
tion,  the  truth  of  which  can-  not  have,  and  do  not  pretend 
not  be  difputed,  that  Popery  to,  any  claim  upon  it  (the  re- 
ought  to  be  eflablifhed,  by  the  venue  enjoyed  by  the  church, 
Irifli  government,  and  the  in  the  fame  fentence)  ;  and  I 
revenues  of  the  church  ap-  admit,  with  the  Author  of 
plied  to  the  fupport  of  Popifn  Arguments  for  and  againft.  Sec. 
priefts ;  that  the  Proteftant  that,  if  the  government,  out 
Eftablifhment  muft  and  ought  of  its  wifdom  or  generolity, 
to  be  deftroyed,  and  Popery  offers  a  portion  of  it  as  a 
placed  in  its  room ;  and  that  ftipend  to  their  paftors,  as 
it  would  be  both  wife  and  ge-  there  exilis  neither  right  nor 
nerous,  for  the  government,  obligation  on  either  fide,  con- 
to  appropriate  part  of  it,  at  ditions  may  be  attached  to 
leaft,  to  the  fupport  (that  is  what  is  freely  given, 
eftablidiment)  of  Irilh  Roman 
priefts. 

He  then  argues,  the  flate       Not  in  the  Cafe  of  Ireland, 
may  juftly   refufe  any  fup-    nor  to  be  inferred  from  it. 
port  to  the  miniilers  of  the       No  fuch  argument  or  infi- 
eilabliflied  church.  nuation  in  any  part  of  the 

pamphlet ;  the  dired  contrary 
conflantly  afferted. 

Again, 
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One  of  which  proofs  of  ig-  Bat  if  another  modern  po- 

norance,  &c.  is  his  doftrine  litical  principle  be  adopted, 

refpefling   the  inexpediency  that  a  ilate  (hould  not  have 

of  a  church-eftablifhrnent,  and  any    religious  eftablilhment, 

the  juflice  of  the  confifcation  Sec, 

of  all  church-revenue.  Page  40,        o/'/r^/^W,  Dub- 

l^age  47,  Fair  Reprefentatiotu  lin  Edition. 

How  can  he  accufc  his  antagonifl:  of  fupport- 
ing  two  opinions  fo  contradidory  and  incom- 
patible ?  Firft,  that  the  Protcftant  eftablifhment 
flioiild  be  given  to  the  Roman  Catholic  5  and, 
fecondly,  that  there  fliould  be  no  eftablifhment : 
firft,  of  aiming  at  the  ilibverfion  of  all  govern- 
ments and  religions  i  fecondly,  of  propofmg  to  Page  10. 
rebuild  the  gaudy  palace  of  Romijh  tyranny 
and  ufurpatioUy  hi  alliance  with  the  Athdfts  of 
France, 

I  afk  every  impartial  reader.  If  he  has  ever 
met  an  example  of  worfe  reafonirfg,  both  in  mat- 
ter and  form,  either  according  to  the  riiks  of  the 
fchool,  or  of  common  fenfe,  than  is  contained 
in  Fair  Reprejenlaticny  from  page  47  to  page  52. 

When  he  argues  upon  the  ftatements  of  his 
opponent,  I  have  jiift  Ihewn  how  he  quotes  them. 


What 
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Page  48,  What  has  the  ujurpaticn  of  fart  of  the  fovereign- 
ty  of  the  fate,  or  the  tran/laticn  cf  it  to  a  fo- 
reign  power ^  or  the  ahdication  cf  it  hy  govern- 
ment^ to  do  with  the  argumentj  unlefs  they  are 
firft  proved  to  be  included  in  fome  part  of  the  pro- 
pofition  ? 

The  poor  exceed  the  7ich  in  number  y  they 
univerfaUy  wijh  for  a  divifion  of  the  property  of 
Page  48.  ij^g  wealthy :  yet  the  laws  for  an  equal  divijion 
cf  property y  real  and  perfonal^  of  the  nature  of 
Agrarian  lawsy  are  held  to  he  deJlruElive  cf  all 
fates.  Property^  its  acquifiticny  and  prefervation^ 
as  powerfully  on  the  pajfions  and  prejudices  of 
the  peopky  in  generaly  as  religion.  "Thereforey 
political  writers  might  as  well  maintain  that  laws 
for  the  equal  divfion  cf  p'operty  fjould  he  en~ 
aBed  hy  the  fiate^  as  that  it  Jhculd  eftahlijl^ 
that  feEf  of  religion  whofe  vctariesy  among  its 
fuhjeolSy  are  moji  numerous.  How  ingenioufly 
is  the  turbulent  and  momentary  wilb  of  the  poor 
majority,  for  a  diviHon  of  the  wealth  of  the  rich 
few^  put  upon  the  fame  footing  as  the  long- tried 
and  fteady  wifh  of  a  people  for  the  unmolefled 
enjoyment  of  their  religious  opinions :  their 
unreafonable  attack  upon  the  rights  of  others, 
affin^ilated  10  their  reafonable  wifh  of  enjoying, 
without  inconvenience,  their  own  rights,  v/hich 
their  religious  opinions  may  juftly  be  called  !  I 

fay. 
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fay,  in  the  firft  inftance,  momentary,  becaufe  though 
the  wifh  may  exift,  the  principle,  of  the  unqualified 
divifion  of  the  property  of  the  wealthy,  never  was, 
nor  can  be,  maintained,  by  any  fee  of  people,  for 
any  length  of  time.  The  principle  defeats  itfelf, 
as  foon  as  it  is  put  in  p'radlice.  It  is  evidently  a 
caufe  where  every  conqueror  mii fi:  neceffarily  be- 
come a  deferter ;  the  fame  motive  which  drove 
them  to  it,  mull  drive  them  from  it. 

Through  the  whole  of  his  book,  he  takes  for 
granted,  and  reafons  upon  what,  if  he  could  prove 
his  whole  book,  would   be  needlefs,  thar,  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion  is  defiru^ive  of  the  Jlate^ 
&c.  &c.  But  another  very  material  error  is,  thisj 
he  takes  alfo  for  granted,  that  the  fame  rule  is  Page 
to  be  applied  to  religion  as  to  political  power; 
yet  the  very  inverfe  feems  to  take  place.  Political 
power,  in  a  free  ftate,  as  we  all  agree,  fliould  be 
diftributed,  as  it  is  in  the  Britifh  conftitution,  in 
proportion  to  property.    The  protedion  of  pro- 
perty is  one  of  the  great  ends  of  civilized  fociety, 
and  thofe  who  have  fome  intereft  in  it  are  the  beft 
judges  how  it  is  to  be  proteded  :  but  in  religion, 
all  are  equally  concerned^  as  they  are  in  cafes  of 
life  and  death ;  the  mofb  illiterate  men,  therefore, 
by  the  laws  of  England,  are  allowed  to  be  judges 
in  thofe  highly-important  cafes,  becaufe  they  come 
as  much  home  to  their  feelings  as  to  thofe  of  men 

L  2  better 
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better  educated.  Their  cxiftence  in  a  future  flate, 
alfo,  comes  home  to  the  feelings  of  the  meaneft  clafs. 
if  they  are  very  pofitivc  in  their  opinion,  that  they 
can  fecure  their  eternal  welfare  bu:  in  on  *  way;  and 
if  during  more  than  a  century,  not  tne  rigour  of 
law,  nor  the  mild  perfuafive  perfeveiing  charity  of 
the  paftors  of  another  religion,  nor  all  the  advan- 
tages held  out  to  them  by  the  ftate,  have  been  able 
to  deftroy  tliac  conviction  ;  is  it  very  unreafonable 
to  fay,  that  the  ftate  ought  to  allow  them  that  way 
of  faving  their  fouls  in  the  ntxt  world,  without  de- 
priving of  them  on  that  account  of  any  civil  ad- 
vantage in  this  ? 

Surely  religion,  its  comforts,  (I  do  not  mean 
its  temporal  eftablifhrnents)  and  its  inftrudtions, 
ought  to  be  provided  where  they  are  moft  wanted; 
which  is  not  generally  in  the  clafs  of  property, 
but  among,  what  the  Doctor  calls,  the  mob  and 
rabble.    To  them  religion  is  education,  as  to  the 
others  education  is,  in  a  great  degree,  religion. 
Simplicit)"  and  humilit}"  are  the  fublime  charac- 
teriftics  of  the  Gofpel  of  Chrift  :  it  does  not  dif- 
dain  the  beggary  of  the  nation ;  it  was  preached 
to  the  poor;  it  fuits  its  precepts  to  their  under- 
ftanding,  till,  by  perfuafion,  confidence,  and  per- 
feverance,  it  fuits  them  to  its  moft  elevated  doc- 
trines :  it  teaches  us  to  fubmit  our  reafon  to  our  faith; 
but  the  unbounded  charity  which  it  inculcates, 
enlightens  our  reafon,  and  guards  us  againft  the 

fophifms 
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fop  hi  I'm  s  of  felfifhnefs.    Page  71,  is  an  argument  * 
againft  confnlcing  the  religion  of  the  majority  if 
they  happen  to  be  poor. 

"  The  Roman  CathoHc  religion  is  the  religion  Page  71. 
"  of  the  majority,  two  to  one.   But  property  is  in 

the  hands  of  the  Protcftants,  forty  to  one  :  fo  that 
"  it  may  juftly  be  afferted,  from  fair  calculation, 
«^  exclufive  of  its  being  the  one  eftablifhed,  that 

the  religion 'of  the  people  of  Ireland  is  Pro- 
"  teftant,  though  the  people  of  Ireland  two  to  one 
*^  are  Catholics.'' 

I  do  not  fee  any  great  inconvenience,  leaving  po- 
litical power  to  property,  that  religion  (hould  be 
fuited  to  numbers,  keeping  temporal  power  and 
religion  as  feparate  as  polnble.  Numbers  are 
taken  here  either  abfolutely  or  relatively.  Ts  there 
any  good  reafon  to  be  given,  that  a  Parifli  in  Con- 
aught,  with  one  hundred  Roman  Catholics  and 
one  Proteftant,  fliouid  be  without  a  paftor,  becaufe 
in  Yorkfhire  there  are  a  hundred  parifhes  with- 
out one  Catholic  ? 

Though  a  religion,  with  an  efiabliihment,  may  Pa2;e  50. 
be  too  good  a  thing  for  two  millions  of  Irifh  fub- 
jedts,  Jo  poovy  (page  50,)  as  not  to  be  able  to  pay  a 
tax  of  fourpence  a  head  to  the  ftate^  and  for  the 
whole  beggary  of  the  kingdom^  as  he  feems  to  im- 
ply 
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ply  (chough  page  63,  he  fays  their  poverty  is  exag- 
gerated by  tlie  Author  of  the  Cafe  cf  Ireland  Re- 
confidered^)  yet  in  found  policy  it  will  be  acknow- 
ledged, they  ought  to  have  fome  religion,  and  if 
they  abfolutely  reflife  to  liften  to  one,  after  every 
trial  has  been  made  for  centuries  to  perfuade,  or 
force  them  to  it,  would  it  not  be  better  to  allow 
them  another,  even  at  a  little  expence,  if  neceflary, 
than  to  adopt  the  modern  French  dodlrine,  and 
leave  them  without  any,  which  from  the  fcarcity  of 
parifh  priells,  the  expence,  and  many  inconvenien- 
ces of  the  prefcnt  fituation  of  the  religion  of  the 
poor  may  very  foon  be  the  cafe.    The  Clergy  of 
the  Church  of  England,  in  general  gentlemen  of 
education  and  learning,  are  few  of  them  in  the 
habits  of  living  with  the  common  people  of  Ire- 
land; few  of  them  fpeak  their  language.    I  be- 
Hcve  it  will  be  admitted,  that  the  peafantry  of  Ire- 
land would  be  in  a  worfe  ftate,  even  than  they  are, 
if  they  had  no  priefts  and  no  religion.    For  that 
reafon  it  is  aflerted,  in  the  Cafe  cf  Ireland  Recon^ 
fideredy  that  the  great  end  of  religion,  the  ameli- 
oration of  the  ftate  of  the  poor  in  point  of  com- 
fort and  inftruction,  was  anfwered  in  Ireland,  with- 
out an  eftablifhment.    Perhaps,  if  the  members  of 
that  church  were  alked,  what  could  be  done  for 
them,  they  would  anfwer  like  the  French  merchants 
to  Colbert:  Let  us  alone.    Though  the  author  of 
10  that 
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-hat  pamphlet  draws  upon  himfclf  very  heavy  ani- 
madverfions,  for  faying  he  conceived  the  parlia- 
ment of  Ireland  might  make  any  difpofition  of  the 
revenue  of  the  church,  which  in  their  wifdom  they 
thought  would  beft  fulfil  the  ends  for  which  the 
church  was  endowed  with  it,  the  comfort,  the  in- 
ftrudlion,  the  civilization,  of  the  great  mafs  of  its 
people;  yet  this  (in  fair  and  honeft  reprefentation) 
cannot  be  faid  to  be  arguing  for  the  juftice  oWon- 
ff eating  all  the  church  revenue.  I  under  (land  the  ' 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  have  no  wilh  whatever  for  . 
an  eftablifhmcnt.  In  the  pamphlet  it  is  obfervcd, 
it  fhould  be  offered  and  accepted  with  great  cau- 
tion. It  may  hurt  the  already  declining  confi- 
dence of  the  people  in  their  paftors,  whom  they 
will  look  upon  as  peniioners.  Ic  may  open  a  field 
for  mean  interefts  to  work  upon.  It  may  renew  ob- 
folete  difputes  about  inveftitures,  and  confound  t*.vo 
powers  now  happily  quite  diftinc^. 

Let  the  Do6tor,  then,  calm  his  fears  for  the 
church-edablifhment,  for  which,  though  not  ia 
quite  fuch  courtly  language,  he  pleads  with  ail  the 
eloquence  of  Cicero,  pro  domo  Jua. 

Tithes  are  not  in  Ireland  much  more  popular  pagc 
than  taxf  s,  therefore,  through  a  very  comm.on  mif- 
take,  to  have  given  them  that  appellation  does  not 
defcrve  the  reproach  of  inten'ionally  expofing  them 

to 
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to  the  odium  of  the  people.  Moil  writers  upori 
political  econoiny  agree,  that  in  fome  inftances 
they  bear  hard  upon  the  induftry  of  the  poor,  and 
harder  in  proportion  to  their  induftry,  though  an 
allowance  be  made  for  them  in  rents  that  they 
fometimes  are  an  unequal  burden  the  profit  being 
in  very  different  proportions,  in  different  circum- 
ftances,  to  the  grofs  produce  upon  which  they  are 
levied i  fo  much  fo,  that  in  lands  lately  brought 
into  culture,  even  beyond  the  operation  of  the  adt, 
which  exempts  them  from  tithe  for  a  certain 
time,  it  is  poflible  that  tithe  ftridtly  levied  might 
engrofs  nearly  the  whole  profit.  The  queftion  of 
tithe  is  npyN  very  well  underftood,  and  the  opinion 
of  very  great  ftatefmen  upon  the  fubjed,  pretty 
,  generally  known.  1  leave  it  to  thofe  who  know  Ire- 
land, to  determine  whether  tithes  have  or  have  not 
at  various  times  caufed  difcontent  or  difturbance  in 
many  of  its  provinces,  efpecially  in  the  fouth.  The 
Dodlor  admits,  that  both  Roman  Catholics  andDif- 
fenting  Proteftants  pay  therti  with  great  relu6lance. 

Page  62.  There  was  at  fir  ft  fight  fomething  of  fairnefs  in 
^^g*  the  argument,  that  it  could  not  be  confidered  as  a 
hardfl:iip  for  the  Roman  Catholic  poor  man  to  pay 
tithe  to  the  Proteftant  clergyman,  whofe  do6lrines 
he  did  not  hear,  (though  like  the  crane  in  the  fa- 
ble, he  was  invited  to  the  feaft  of  which  he  could 
not  partake  page  61,)  becaufe  tithes  forty-nine 

parts 
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parts  out  of  fifty  were  paid  out  of  the  pocket  of 
the  Proteftant  landlord-;,  and  that  on  the  contrary, 
for  the  fame  reafon  it  would  be  a  hardihip  to  turn 
any  pare  of  them  to  any  other  ufe  but  that  of  the 
Proteftant  clergy.  But  the  Do6lor,  like  Saturn, 
devouring  his  own  children,  combats  moft  vidcri- 
oufly  tliis  argument  of  his  own.  In  no  part  of 
this  Fair  Reprejentation  is  his  ftyle  more  animated^ 
more  nervous,  or  more  brilliant,  the  pofition  more 
folid,  nor  the  confequence  more  lenfible,  than 
when  maintaining  the  tranfcendent  dignity  cf  tithes, 
this  vicar  general  of  Armagh,  of  Meath,  of  Dublin, 
of  Ferns  and  Leighlin,  and  of  Elphin,  informs 
us,  that  they  are  a  rent  with  which  all  the  lands  of 
the  kingdom  are  chargeable  from  time  immemcrialy  by 
the  ccmmcn  lazv  of  the  realm ;  that  the  cU'^gy  have 
heen  endowed  with  them  by  a  title  more  ancient  by 
ages  than  the  title  of  any  [uhjeEl  cf  this  or  any  other 
kingdom  in  Europe^  to  his  particular  landed  eflate. 
They  are  not  then  paid  out  of  the  pocket  of  the 
Proteftant  landlord,  as  in  page  212,  he  aflerts,  but 
are  a  diftincSt  fund  belonging  to  the  church,  by  a 
title  older  than  that  of  any  Proteftant  or  Catholic 
to  his  land. 

Therefore,  to  give  a  provifion  out  of  them  (if 
ever  fuch  a  meafure  was  thought  of)  would  net, 
as  he  fays,  page  212,  be  ccmpeilin\  irijh  Protejl- 
ant  landlords  to  fiipport  Pcpifh  priefis  ^    for,  ac- 
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cording  to  him,  tithe  never  did  belong  either  to 
ProteQant  or  Roman  Catholic  landlords  s  unlefs, 
for  it  is  hard  to  feizc  this  Proteus  reafoner,  the 
clergy  are  inftantly  transformed  into  the  Proteftant 
landlords  of  the  tithes.  At  leafi:  they  are  not 
the  landlords  of  page  212,  and  page  6  2,  who  pay 
theai  really  and  bona  fide  out  of  their  pockets. 
But  the  Do6tor  writes  profeffcdly  with  a  view  of 
opening  the  eyes  of  the  Britifio  nation.  Few  men, 
in  times  fo  ancient  as  thofe  he  refers  to,  inherited 
even  their  patrimonial  eftates  without  fome  con- 
dition of  fervice.  Whether  any  condition  was  at- 
tached to  tithes  when  the  church  was  endowed 
with  them  lies  more  in  the  learned  Dodor's  way 
than  in  mine  to  know.  Tithes  date  much 
higher  than  the  Reformation,  they  were  paid  for 
ages  before  the  churches  were  feparated,  confe- 
quently  it  is  not  unfair  to  look  for  their  inftitution 
and  intention  in  ihofe  days.  I  never  heard  that  the 
charitable  appropriation  of  them  was  among  the 
abufes  that  had  crept  into  the  Catholic  Church, 

The  Council  of  Nantes,  in  the  7th  century, 
in  its  tenth  canon  upon  tithes,  fays,  tithes  are  the 
ftipend  of  the  poor,  and  of  the  man  without  a 
home  (perigrinorum  et  hojpitum )  the  clergy  fJiould 
not  look  upon  them  as  a  property,  but  as  a  truft. 


The 
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Thefevcnth  letter  of  Charlemagne,  in  the  ninth 
trentiiry,  illuftrates'this  dodlrine.    "  Whether  the 

apoftles,  who  received  their  miflion  from  Chrift, 
"  ever  infifled  on  the  levying  of  tithes,  is  worth 

con  fide  ration.  We  know  that  a  tenth  part  of  our 
"  property,  is  a  very  valuable  thing  j  but  it  is  better 

to  lofe  your  tithes,  than  to  lofe  the  faith  5  for  if  we 

who  were  born,  bred,  and  educated  in  the  Ca- 

tholic  faith  fcarcely  confcnt  that  a  tithe  fhould  be 
"  ftridlly  levied  upon  our  fubflance,  how  will  their 

weak  faith,  uninformed  mind,  and  avaricious 
*^  fpirit  confent  to  the  exadion  of  it  ?  " 

See Comd/of  London,  i^^i,  canon ^th,  SynodusEx- 
tnienfts,  1 287,  ca^,  1 8  et licet ecclefiaftici,  &c.  Pro  eccle^ 
fi^e  et  Reipuhlic^  necejfttate,  Ec clefts  honapauperum 
patrimonia,  Eorumque  di/penfatores  non  do  mini  derici 
cenjehantur.  This  dodlrine,  confirmed  by  many 
Englifli  fynods,  was  always  admitted  in  Roman 
Catholic  countries* 

Tithes  are  there  fuppofed  to  be  allotted  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  paftor,  the  repair  of  the 
church,  and  the  relief  of  the  poor,  *    Tithe  is  re- 

M  2  folvable 

*  In  Spain,   the  proportion  of  the  poor,   which  they 
kave  a  right  to  claim,  is  one  third.     In  England,  the 
revenues  of  the  church,  as  well  what  remains  to  it  as  what  has 
been  confifcated  to  the  benefit  of  private  families  were  ex- 
empted 
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folvabie  into  the  rent  of  land,  ^nd  the  produce  of 
labour.  The  part  which  is  rent,  belongs  to  the 
church,  by  an  older  title  than  that  by  which  any 
landlord  holds  his  eftate  no  matter  what  his  re- 
ligion is,  he  has  nothing  to  do  with  it.  The  part 
which  is  labour  belongs  alfo  to  the  church,  by  the 
fame  tirle,  and  is  paid  not  out  of  the  pocket,  but 
out  of  rhe  fweat  of  the  brow  of  the  poor.  Sup- 
pofe  it  infiituted  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
paftor,  the  repair  of  the  church,  the  relief  of  the 
poor.  Tlie  poor  of  Ireland  are  alrnoft  all  Roman 
Catholics  j  therefore,  though  they  are  far  from  pre- 
tending any  right  to  it,  might  they  not  at  leaft  fay, 
that  it  would  not  be  unreafonable,  nor  unjuft,  nor  a 
hardfnip,  if  the  government  deemed  it  expedi- 
ent, that  a  part  of  the  tithe  were  allotted  to  the 
decent  maintenance  of  their  pallor,  the  repair  of 
their  miferable  chapel,  efpecially  where  there  is  no 
Churchy  2l  very  common  cafe,  and  that  fome  relief 
ftould  be  given  them  by  eftabliftiing  an  eafy  modus 
for  the  perception  of  it. 

To  this,  the  only  anfwer  I  can  colled  from  the 
Doftor's  train  of  reafoning  is,  that  trailers  alzuays^ 

empted  from  this  particular  claim  ;  but  the  poor  of  England 
have  a  revenue  equal  to  that  of  three  of  the  fmaller  kingdoms 
of  Europe. 

3  m 
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in  theory  and  in  pra^ice,  when  they  darCy  ought 
not  to  have  paflors,  nor  decent  places  of  worfl-iip, 
nor  relief  for  their  poor;  or  perhaps  by  a  rule  of 
political  arithmetic  he  may  prove,  the  Catholic 
poor,  though  ten  to  one,  are  not  the  poor  of  Ire- 
land, becaufe  the  property  fifty  to  one  is  in  the 
hands  of  the  Protefti.nts,  in  the  fame  manner  as 
he  has  already  proved,  that  the  religion  of  two  to 
one  is  not  the  religion  of  the  people  of  the  country. 

Upon  his  details  of  the  late  rebellion,  very  few 
obfervations  (hall  be  made.  It  is  not  in  the  hiftory 
of  a6lual  rebellion  which  has  generally  the  fime 
features,  and  mud  necellarily  always  be  put 
down,  whatever  may  have  occafioned  it,  but  in 
the  tranfa(5lions  which  preceded  it,  that  we  are  to 
feek  political  inftrudlion.  Where  no  military 
fkill  can  be  difplayed,  the  account  of  battles,  maf- 
facres,  and  executions,  is  uninterefting  and  difgufi:- 
ing.  Whoever  means  to  write  an  ufeful  hlfbory  of 
that  event,  muft  take  into  his  view  the  fpirit  of 
Irifh  government  for  many  years  back,  with  the 
late  changes  in  the  opinions  of  mankind,  and  be- 
gin from  the  year  86  or  87,  the  tranfaflions.in  the 
county  of  Armagh,  the  origin  of  the  peep  of  day 
boys,  the  defenders,  and  of  the  united  IrifhmenJ 
the  principles  of  their  affociatlon,  to  what  fet  of 
men,  and  what  province  they  were  long  confined, 
the  fpirit  and  condud  of  the  Catholics  in  the 

fouth, 
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fouth,  when  the  French  firft  appeared  off  thcjf 
coaft the  adminiftration  of  Lord  Fitzwilliam, 
and  of  Lord  Camden. 

What  is  the  ufe  of  that  conftant  tone  of  exulta- 
tion, in  which  he  proclaims  that  the  late  rebellion 
was  put  down  by  Irifh  Proteftant  yeomen  and  L-ifh 
Proteftant  militia?  Does  he  not  tell  us,  page  34, 
that  the  lower  orders,  and  particularly  the  pea- 
fantry,  are  almoft  all  Roman  Catholics  ?  We 
know  that  the  militia  is  taken  by  lot  from  among 
the  lower  orders,  and  the  peafantry  3  and  yet,  page  6, 
he  talks  to  us  of  the  Liih  Proteftant  militia. 
While  his  inftru6lions  to  the  Englifti  nation  are 
conveyed  in  this  manner,  at  leaft  they  will  do  no 
^^4-  harm.  He  will  indeed  fulfil  his  miffion,  he  will 
open  their  eyes^ 

Ls  there  a  man  fo  ill  informed  as  not  to  know, 
fo  prejudiced  as  not  to  allow,  that  both  in  the 
yeomanry  and  militia  there  is,  and  muft  be,  of  ne- 
ceflity,  a  very  great  number  of  Roman  Catholic 
officers  and  foldiers  ? 

But  fuppofe  it  otherwife,  why  is  this  author  io 
anxious  to  place  us  in  a  ftate  of  menace,  of  defi- 
ance, of  miftruft,  of  mutual  hatred  and  ill  will  ? 
To  what  end  the  perpetual  taunting  boaft,  that  the 
Proteftants  with  their  own  power  can  always  fub- 

due 
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due  the  Catholics;  that  they  only  require  the  af- 
fiftance  of  England,  in  cafe  their  countrymen 
Jhould  be  joined  by  the  connmon  enemy.  In 
time  of  peace,  when  you  can  fpare  your  troops, 
we  can  do  without  thenri;  but  in  time  of  war,  when 
you  want  them,  we  mud  have  them  to  fupport 
our  pretenfions,  and  our  afcendancy  over  our  fel- 
low fubjedls.  I  remember,  and  fo  does  he,  a 
prouder  boaft  in  Ireland,  when  after  manning 
armies  and  fleets  for  the  empire  abroad,  left  to 
her  own  fpirit  and  exertions  at  home,  fhe  bade  de- 
fiance  to  all  the  combined  enemies  of  Great 
Britain.  Unanimity,  loyahy,  and  zeal  fjr  the 
common  intereft  were  the  immediate  efFe6i:s  of  a 
momentary  fufpcnfion  of  a  religious  prejudice* 
Thefe  difpofitions  might  ha^e  bc:en  improved. 
The  fituation  of  Ireland  might  have  been  very 
different  from  what  it  now  is.  We  have  every  rea- 
fon  to  think  it  will  be  fo,  in  fpite  of  thofe  who  en- 
deavour to  prolong  the  difunion  of  her  inhabi- 
tants. We  will  not  refemble  the  Greeks,  at  Con- 
ftantinople,  who  were  difputing  about  the  nature  of 
the  light  on  Mount  Tabor,  at  the  transfiguration  of 
Chrift,  while  the  Turks  were  fcaling  their  walls. 
The  power  of  the  Proteftants  of  Ireland,  their  in- 
dependence of  England,  and  their  bravery  may  be 
juft  as  Dr.  Duigenan  defcribes  them.  Yet  it  does 
pot  appear  to  me  that  it  is  rendering  them  a  great 

fervice. 
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fervice,  who  poflefs  the  wealth  of  the  country,  to 
reduce  them  to  a  permanent  ftate  of  garrifon  dutf 
over  twice  their  number  of  their  fellow- fubjeds. 

Page  121.  who  are,  as  he  allures  them,  ever  thirfling  after 
their  blood.  In  this  manner  does  he  enhance  to 
the  Britifh  nation,  the  value  of  a  connection  with 
Ireland.  This  is  the  boafted  offer  of  ftrength  and 
affidance  to  the  filler  kingdom,  his  counterpoife 
in  the  fcale  of  union.  Not  three  or  four  mil- 
lions of  loyal  and  zealous  llibjcdls,  with  the 
wealth  of  the  country,  and  the  emoluments  and 
advantages  of  a  fixe  government,  circulating  in 
a  fair  proportion  among  them,  attached  to 
the  common  caufe,  by  their  individual  in- 
tereft,  but  two  millions  of  blood- thirjiy  traltcrs^ 
c.llying  fuperjlition   to  treajon^  and  Jan5lifying  re- 

Page  96.  ^'^^^^^^j  v^'i^  one  million  or  Proteftants  keeping 
guard  over  them,  ftrong  enough  to  keep  them 
down  in  time  of  peace,  when  the  empire  does  no£ 
want  their  ftrength ;  but  too  weak  to  do  it  in  time 
of  war,  when  the  troops  of  the  empire  muft  be 
employed  not  10  annoy  the  common  enemy,  but  to 
maintain  the  Proteftants  of  Ireland  in  their  cxclu- 
five  fituation  againft  their  countrymen  !  This  is  the 
fettlement  he  propofes  to  the  two  nations,  the  en- 
couragement Dr.  Duigenan  holds  out  to  trade  and 
manufadure,  the  lure  to  Englifli  capital.  If  the 
fituation  of  the  country  is  fuch  as  he  defcribes, 
(but  we  have  good  reafon  to  believe  it  is  rather 

what 
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what  he  would  have  it  thought  to  be  than  what  It  Is) 
\vho  would  not  prefer  living  in  fecurity  in  Botany- 
Bay  ?  great  as  his  reliance  may  be  on  the  courage 
and  vigilance  of  the  Irifli  Protedants  for  his  pre- 
fervation,  who  would  build  or  plant,  or  ftore  his 
houfe  with  a  week's  provifion,  ' or  attempt  more 
than  a  tartar  exigence,  if  fuch  be  the  fpiric  of  the 
country  ?  Who  would  give  a  year's  purchafe  for 
their  lawns  and  their  demefnes,  if  they  muft  walk 
through  their  pleafure  grounds  with  piftols  in  their 
pockets,  have  a  barrack  at  their  gate,  and  a  guard 
in  their  parlour  ? 

It  may  fuit  the  ideas,  and  the  knowledge  of 
P.  Duigenan,  LL.D.  to  defpife  the  ftrcngth  and 
co-operation  of  two  millions  of  a  hardy^  brave,  and 
a6live  race  of  peafantry.    It  may  fuit  his  feelings 
to  infult  them;  but  the  greateft  warrior  and  flatef- 
man  of  our  days  has  repeatedly  declared,  that  war 
was  not  to  be  carried  on  where  the  peafantry  were 
hot  at  lead  neutral.   The  fubfiflence  and  exiftence 
of  armies  depend  on  the  good-will  of  the  pea- 
fantry.    Never  was  this  truth  more  iliuftrated 
than  in  the  late  campaign  in  Switzerland,  efpecially 
in  the  attack  of  Lucienflieg  by  General  Hotze. 
The    feparation    of  Atnerica,    perhaps,  was 
decided    by  the   fentiments  of  three  pcafants 
at  Tarrytown.    Common  fenfe  confirms  what  the 

N  wifefl 
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wifeft  politician  of  any  age  has  written,  that 
where  we  cannot  exterminate,  we  muft  conciliate. 
There  does  not  exift  an  animal 'in  the  creation 
that  may  not  be  rendered  friendly  by  good  treat- 
ment. 

Dr.  Duigenan  takes  every  opportunity>  in  the 
courfe  of  his  work,  of  infinuating  and  affirming, 
that  the  late  rebellion  was  a  Popifh  one,  and  even 
Page  104.  gQes  fo  far  as  fay,  that  not  a  Proteftant  was 
concerned  in  it  — Every  general  infurreftion, 
which  can  take  place  in  Ireland,  muft,  in  .  a  great 
meafure,  confift  of  Roman  Catholics,  becaufe  they 
conflitute  the  bulk  of  that  clafs  of  which  armies 
muft  be  compofed ;  but  by  a  Popifti  rebellion,  by 
which  he  means  a  Roman  Catholic  one,  muft  be 
implied,  befides  the  numbers  being  Roman  Ca- 
tholics, that  the  rebellion  was  aduated  by  fomc 
principle  peculiar  to  the  dodrines  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion,  otherwife  every  fort  of  difturb- 
ance  in  Spain  or  Portugal,  or  Auftria,  might  be 
called  a  Roman  Catholic  rebellion,  and  every  riot 
in  London  or  Birmingham,  a  Proteftant  one. 
Page  123.  Accordingly  Dr.  Duigenan  informs  us,  that  the 
Page  79.  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  committed  nothing 
which  they  were  not  warranted,  nay,  commanded 
to  commie,  by  the  council  of  Lateran. 

That 


[    91  3 


I'hat  the  council  of  Lateran  commanded  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  to  join  the  Jacobins  in  the  fubverHon 
of  all  religion,  government^,  and  property  s  (which  is 
the  motive  afcribed  by  govern ment,  after  a  minute 
inveftigation  to  the  late  rebellion,)  is  a  very  bold 
and  extraordinary  affertion.  But  in  pofitive  con- 
tradidlion  to  it,  the  titular  Archbifliop  of  Dub- 
lin, a  man  of  the  greateft  weight  among  the 
Roman  Catholics  in  Ireland,  fo  far  from  admitting 
that  conftru(5lion  of  the  council,  formally  and  pub- 
licly excommunicated  all  the  adherents  and  abet- 
tors of  the  late  rebellion.  Dr.  Duigenan  could 
not  be  ignorant  of  this  notorious  facl,  when  he 
publifhed  that  the  Roman  Catholics  did  nothing 
but  what  that  council  warranted  and  commanded. 
Who  is  to  be  believed  on  this  point  of  Roman 
Cathohc  difcipline;  Dr.  Troy,  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic titular  Archbifhop,  who  excommunicated  them, 
or  Dr.  Duigenan:,  who  fays  they  did  no  more  than 
their  duty  ? 

It  will  require  very  fubftantial  and  particular 
proof  to  convince  a  perfon,  feeking  in  hiftory  the 
knowledge  of  human  nature  exemplified  in  human 
tranfa6lions,  that  a  fpirit  of  infurreflion,  which, 
from  Stockholm  to  Palermo,  appeared  more  or 
lefs  in  every  ftate  of  Europe,  with  exadlly  the 
fame  excefles  as  often  as  it  got  head,  which  w^as 
every  where  in  deadly  oppofition  to  all  religion, 
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but  mod  particularly  the  Roman  Catholic  religion, 
ftiould  in  Ireland  alone  be  aduated  by  the  prin- 
ciples of  that  religion,  working  to  eftablifli  there, 
what  it  was  every  where  elfe  endeavouring  to  fub- 
vert — that  the  Roman  Cath©lic  church  fliould 
there  be  fupported  by  its  moft  inveterate  enemies, 
who,  in  every  country  which  came  under  their 
power,  perfecuted  its  members,  ftript  it  of 
its  poirefTionSj  dethroned  the  Pope,  its  fupreme 
fpiritual  head,  and  detained  him  in  their  piifons  an 
objedl  of  their  infult  and  derifion. 

That  the  difpofition  of  mind,  created  by  exclu- 
-fion  and  degracfation,  and  the  extreme  of  poverty, 
ingnorance,  and  prejudice,  their  natural  confe- 
quence,  would  not  long  efcape  the  notice  of  an  in- 
fidious  and  daring  enemy,  was  very  juftly  to  be 
feared.  But  is  it  good  reafoning  to  afcribe  every 
defperate  adlion  the  lowed  clafs  of  a  community 
can  commit,  and  every  feeling  which  may  excite 
them,  every  opinion  into  which  their  poverty 
and  ignorance  may  have  been  betrayed  to  their 
religious  principles  ?  It  is  not  the  way  to  promote 
the  tranquillity  and  profperity  of  any  ftate,  nor  the 
general  intereft  of  religion  and  government.  Might 
not  feme  of  the  expreffions  contained  in  this  book 
of  Dr.  Duigenan's,  excite  in  the  bread  of  a  Roman 
Catholic,  who  might  not  know  from  what  quarter 
10  it 
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it  came,  a  refentnient  not  fairly  to  be  afcribed  to 
his  religion  ? 

The  fureft  way  to  come  at  an  unprejudiced 
opinion,  is  to  put  ourfelves  in  the  fituation  of  thofe 
whom  we  judge.  Let  us  for  a  moment  fuppofe 
the  Roman  Catholics  the  minority  of  the  ftate  in 
point  of  number,  that  they  were  in  poflcfTion  of 
the  whole  power,  and  had  ena6led  a  code  of  penal 
laws  againft  their  Proteftant  f.-llow-fubiefts,  af- 
fcdling  them  in  every  branch  of  their  civil  exift- 
ence.  Let  us  fuppofe  the  full  force  and  fpirit  of 
exclufion  and  confequentdegradauon  ading  againft 
them,  their  religious  tenets  mifreprefented,  their 
political  opinions  calumniated;  their  loyalty, 
though  it  were  avowed  by  the  legiflature,  traduced 
by  the  hireling  writers  of  party;  pure  as  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Proteftant  religion  maybe,  and  friendly 
to  good  government,  might  there  not  exift,  in  fpite 
of  them  fome  fymptoms  of  difcontent,  fome  readi- 
nefs  to  join  in  any  fcheme  which  might  offer  an 
hope  of  change  ?  Ought  they  to  be  afcribed  to  the 
Proteftant  religion  ?  As  well  afcribe  to  the  form 
of  a  kelt  or  a  plaid,  the  troubles  which  an  attempt 
to  change  their  drefs  might  have  produced  among 
the  highlanders  of  Scotland.  That  moft  of  the 
grievances  I  have  juft  defcribed  have  been  re- 
moved, by  the  generous  and  humane  interference 

of 
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of  the  Briuifh  cabinet,  is  acknowledged  with  the 
ftrongeft  fenfe  of  gratitude. 

That  the  reign  of  his  prefent  moft  gracious 
Majefty  has  been  a  feries  of  benefits  to  the  people 
of  Ireland,  will  never  be  forgotten  j  but  unfortu- 
nately fufficient  time  had  not  elapfcd  to  difFufe 
their  effects  through  the  great  mafs  of  population. 
Had  every  party  in  Ireland  fincerely  adopted  that 
benign  fpirit  of  conciliation  v.'hich  diftinguilhes  the 
Britifh  influence  in  that  country  for  the  laft  twenty 
Page  198.  years,  and  which  Dr.  Duigenan  acknowledges 
and  deprecates,  little  of  that  animofity  which  has 
reduced  our  country  to  fo  lamentable  a  crifis 
would  at  prefent  exift. 

The  fhort  hiftory  of  Irifh  Independent  Legifla- 
ture  would  not  have  clofed  with  the  melancholy  de- 
tails of  coercion  and  rebellion  nor  the  laft  pages 
of  her  annals  have  recorded  the  fpeeches  of  Irifh 
patriots,  lamenting  in  the  moft  empaffioned  lan- 
guage, that  flie  is  no  longer  to  exift  a  free  and 
independent  nation;  depending  upon  Great  Britain 
for  the  exclufion  of  more  than  two-thirds  of  her 
people;  a  juft,  commercial,  and  wealthy  nation; 
confining  the  reprefentation  of  property  to  lefs 
than  one-third  of  its  inhabitants;  extending  its 
taxation  to  them  all;  raifing  the  revenue  of  govern- 
ment 
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ment  upon  the  many;  reftrlfling  the  emoluments 
of  it  exclufively  to  the  few  ;  founding  its  liability 
in  the  love  of  its  fubjeais;  and  relying  on  their 
attachment  to  a  fyftem  of  which,  in  five  dreadful  re- 
bellions, depopulation,  confifcation,  and  wafte,  have 
been  the  natural  and  avowed  confequenccs;  towhofe 
exlftence  the  torture  of  their  perfons,  the  burning 
of  their  houfes,  the  making  over  of  their  property 
to  the  difcretion  of  foldiers,  the  fufpenfion  of 
their  courts  of  juftice  have  been  but  juft  now 
deemed  abfolutely  neceflfary:  as  a  nation  refpe6l- 
able  in  the  eyes  of  Europe;  founding  its  boailed 
exigence  upon  principles  which  the  wifefl:  and 
greateft  nations  of  Europe  have  difclaimed  more 
than  one  hundred  years  ago,  as  unchriilrian,  im- 
politic, illiberal ;  forgetting  that  in  political  mo- 
rality the  next  virtues  to  the  wifdom  and  courage 
of  removing  the  caufe,  are  patience  and  refigna- 
tion  in  fubmitting  to  the  effed:.  Perhaps,  had 
another  fyftem  been  fincerely  and  univerfally 
adopted ;  inftead  of  this,  her  annals  might  have 
had  to  record  through  ages  the  profperity  and 
greatnefs  of  an  independent  ftare,  the  glory  and 
the  ftrength  of  the  fifter  kingdoms. 

Since  to  look  back  to  what  we  mioht  have 
been,  can  afford  but  unavailing  regret,  let  us 
look  to  what  we  yet  may  be,  and  take  care  that 
the  coftly  facrifice,  which  a  fatal  chain  of  events 
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has  rendered,  perhaps,  unavoidable,  be  not  alfo 
inefFeclual.  Let  experience  confirm  what  re- 
fledlion  didlates,  that  it  is  impoflible  to  have  in  a 
nation  one  fpirit  and  two  laws. 

The  feelings  which  penal  reftridlion  excite  are 
naturally  transferred  to  the  religion  in  favour  of 
which  they  are  enforced,  until  what  is  in  reality  a 
fenfe  of  political  grievance,  takes  the  taint  of  a 
religious  prejudice,  and  furni flies  a  new  argument 
to  the  fliallow  declaimers  againft  the  mifchiefs 
which  they  w^eakly  imagine  religion  to  have 
caufed.  Where  there  exifts  no  real  motive  of  dif- 
content,  no  partiality  of  government,  it  will  be 
found  no  eafy  tafk  to  perfuade  men  to  rilk  their  ( 
lives  to  effecl  a  change. 

It  is  precifely  ordered,  fays  the  zealous  and  in- 
defatigable Abbe  De  Barruel,  in  his  account  of 
the  inftru6lions  given  to  the  different  degrees  of 
illumines,  (a  confpiracy  we  are  taught  to  be- 
lieve as  dangerous,  and  more  deep  and  univerfal  ^ 
than  that  of  United  Irifhrnen^)  that  its  agents  fnall 
Teek  in  every  country,  not  for  men  difaffefted 
without  caufe,  through  levity  or  ambition,  but  for 
thofe  who  labour  under  fome  real  grievance — On 
thefe  they  are  to  rely  as  fure  inftruments  of  re- 
volution. 
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The  true  caiifc  of  difcontent  and  infurreftion  in 
a  country  is  a  political  qucflion  of  great  innport- 
ance;  until  it  be  clearly  afcertained  a  remedy  will 
be  fought  in  vain.  For  the  foregoing  general 
reafons,  it  appears  in  the  prefent  indance  to  be  un- 
conne^fled  with  the  principles  of  any  religion,  nn- 
lefs,  by  the  wretched  ftate  in  point  of  comfort  and 
inftrudion,  of  a  numerous  peafantry  and  the  fort  of 
feperate  intereft  in  the  ftate,  which  penal  laws 
againft  religious  opinions  cannot  fail  to  create. 


Let  us  now  examine  the  particular  reafons  Dr. 
Duigenan  himfelf  gives  us  for  afcribing  the  rebel- 
lion to  another  caufe. — On  the  4th  of  May,  1795^ 
page  120,  in  afpeech,  publiflied,  as  his,  by  Cham- 
bers, Dublin,  he  fays,  "  The  Roman  Catholics 
have  been  called  upon  by  the  Republican  fac- 
"  tion  to  make  their  prefent  demands ;  that  reft- 
Jefs  fadion  favv  they  were  too  weak  to  carry  on 
"  their  defigas  of  eftablifhing  in  this  kingdom  a 
Democratic  Republic  on  the  French  fcheme, 
without  the  afliftance  of  the  bulk  of  the  people^ 
they  have  therefore  called  into  their  aid  the 
Roman  Catholics,  by  offering  to  them  the  fub- 
"  verfion  of  the  conftitution." — This  was  pub- 
liftied  as  his  opinion  on  the  4th  of  May,  1795  i  Page  113, 
but  in  December,  1799,  he  fays,  in  contradiclion ^^^^^i^l^^^J 
to  it,  that  fo  early  as  1792,  the  Irifli  Romanifts  tion. 
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bad  proje5ted  their  rebellion  and  commenced  their  ope- 
rations preparative  of  it. 

Page  11 6.  ^^^y J^'-t  ^  deputation  to  Belfaft  to  f educe  the  Pro- 
tejlant  Dijfenters  there^  to  enter  into  a  confederacy 
with  them  for  the  annihilation  of  the  conflitution^ 
under  pretence  of  a  co-operation  for  a  reform  of  the 
reprefentation  in  parliament^  and  to  the  opera' ions  of 
^hat  deputation  is  the  late  feeble  infurre5lion  to  be  aj- 
cribed.  How  are  thefe  two  opinions  to  be  recon- 
ciled ?  Was  this  a  Popifh  rebellion,  whofe  prin- 
ciples were  thofe  of  French  democracy,  inimical  to 
all  religion  ;  into  which  fome  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics were  feduccd,  by  fpecious  pretexts,  in  1792, 
which  was  headed  and  condu6led  by  Proteftants,  or, 
according  to  this  fearcher  of  confciences,  by  Arians 
and  Deifts,  ftill  farther  from  Catholics  ?  Who- 
ever has  read  the  public  papers  knows  that  the 
following  were  the  leading  men  in  it,  that  not 
one  of  them  ever  was  reputed  a  Roman  Catholic, 
that  they  were  men  of  influence  and  property : 
Lord  Edward  Fitzgerald,  Sir  Edward  Crofby, 
Bart.  Hampden  Evans,  Efq.  Cornelius  Grogan, 
Efq.  Bagnal  Harvey,  Roger  and  Arthur  0*Con- 
ner,  Napper  Tandy^  Theobald  Wolfe  Tone,  and 
his  brother,  two  Mr.  Sheares's,  Blackwell,  Bond, 
Emmet,  Sampfon,  Jackfon,  &c.  &c.  How  does 
Dr.  Duigenan  know  that  thcfe  men  were  Deifts 
and  Arians  ?    What  right  has  he  to  fay  it  ?  Has 
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he  really  any  reafon  to  know  the  particular 
belief  of  each  of  them,  or  does  he  publidi  this 
without  knowing  anything  about  it?  Not  one 
of  the  four  men  in  the  IriQi  Direftory,  fuppofed 
generally  to  be  Proteftants,  was  really  fo ;  no, 
they  were  Deifts  or  Atheiils  j  but  the  one  direc- 
tor who  pafled  for  a  Roman  Catholic  was  really  a 
bigotted  Romanift:  Fair  Reprejentation^  page  104. 
It  is  fo  old  and  connmon  a  cuftom  with  certain 
clafTes  of  men  to  call  thofe  who  differ  from  them 
in  opinion  Atheifl:  and  Deift,  that  it  is  become 
ludicious.  Does  he  pretend  to  judge  them  by  their 
works  ?  Should  1  then  be  warranted  to  call  a  Pro- 
teftant  a  Turk,  if  he  fhould  happen  to  be  notoriouf- 
ly  deficient  in  Chriftian  charity  ?  Would  not  a 
man  be  laughed  at,  who  fliould  fay,  on  the  fame 
grounds,  that  there  was  not  a  Roman  Catholic 
concerned  in  the  rebellion  ?  It  is  very  certain, 
that  there  was  fcarce  a  Roman  Catholic,  of  any 
rank  concerned  in  it,  fcarce  one  pofleflcd  of  any 
landed  eftate  5  not  one  Roman  Catholic  titular  pre- 
late ;  all  its  adherents  were  publicly  excommun- 
cated  by  the  Roman  Catholic  church;  all  the  pro- 
perty, tide,  and  confequence,  concerned  in  it, 
belonged  to  Proteflants,  or  according  to  Dr. 
Duigenan,  to  Arians  and  Socinians.  No  foreign 
Roman  Catholic  flate  is  even  fufpefted  of  ^having 
fomented  it.  Its  fuccefs  would  have  been  fatal 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  church  in  Ireland.  The 
head  of  that  church,  and  thofe  who  believed  in 
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It,  were  every  where  its  firft  viftims.    Its  only 
ally,  and  abettor,  and  exciter,  was  the  moft  deadly 
enemy,  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  ever  knew  ; 
its  principles  as  the  government  of  England  and 
of  Ireland,  and  Dr.  Diiigenan  himfelf  affirm,  v/ere 
principles  of  democratic  republicanifm,  or  rather 
of  diforganization  and  anarchy,  incompatible  with 
the  belief  or  pradlice  of  any  fe6t  of  Chriftianity, 
but  more  efpecially  inimical  to  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic religion,   as  mod  averfe  to  fuch  a  change, 
'age  S3.  j3oes  he  not  himfelf  inform  us,  thoA  the  French 
atheiftical  ufurpers  p'ojctihed  Chriftiardty  and  all  its 
p'ofejforsy   they  confequently  'projcrihed  popry^  the 
heretcfore  efiabliftjed  religion  of  France^  with  all  its 
inter  efts  J  and  confijcated  the  whole  church  revenues. 
Can  he  deny  this  tendency  of  their  church  to  loy- 
alty as  a  religious  duty,  while  fo  many  members  of 
the  French  clergy  are  ftill  among  us  ?  That  body, 
nearly  to  a  man,  have'  been  martyrs  to  the  caufe 
of  monarchy  and  religion.    If  it  be  not  to  the  fpi- 
\\i  of  their  religion,  to  what  caufe  are  we  to  af- 
cribe  the  charity,  the  patience^  the  uniformly  ex- 
.  emplary  condudr,  of  that  vaft:  number  of  individu- 
als, to  whom  the  generous  protedion  of  England 
has  been  extended  ? 

Page  83.  Of  ail  the  barriers  of  honour,  hereditary  digni- 
ty, love  of  royalty,  perfonal  attachment,  or  mill- 
tary  obedience,  which ,  furrounded  the  throne  of 
France,  the  Roman  Cathojic  religion  has  been  its 
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ftrongeft  bulwark;  it  has  oppofcd,  with  mofl:  cf- 
fe6l,  and  ftill  checks  the  fatal  progrefs  of  innova- 
tion in  morals,  in  philofophy,  in  religion,  and  in 
politics. 

It  is  hard  to  conceive,-  how  Dr.  Duigenan,  with 
all  thefe  proofs,  with  the  reports  of  thefecret  commit- 
tees, and  his  own  aflfertions  on  other  occafions ; 
cm  now,  in  contradi6lion  to  them  all,  affirm, 
that  this  was  a  Roman  Catholic  rebellion.  To 
mifiead  the  minds  of  men,  by  attributing  our  dif- 
afters  to  a  wrong  caufe,  is  doing  an  injury  to  the  P'igei52> 
ftate.  What  can  his  dcfign  be,  or  what  adequate 
intereft  can  he  find  in  driving  to  make  tv/o-thirds 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  appear  to  the  world  fo 
contemptible,  fo  blood- thirlly,  fo  odious  ?  Will 
not  the  firft  queflion  of  every  fenfible  man  be, 
under  what  laws,  what  governmenr,  do  they  live, 
who  are  the  leading  men  among  them  ?  There 
are  no  Protefbant  families  of  any  antiquity  who 
are  not  allied  over  and  over  again  to  Roman  Ca- 
tholics J  will  any  ftranger  afk  the  Irifhrnen  he 
meets,  their  catechifm,  before  he  forms  his  opinion 
of  them?  What  a  miferable  excufe  !  feparately^ 
they  are  a  good  kind  of  people,  taken  together, 
they  are  a  fet  of  blood-thirfty  traitors,  &c.  Was 
a  Dublin  newfpaper,  with  advertifements  for  Pro- 
teftant  footmen,  Proteftant  gardeners,  Proteftant 
blackfrniths,  or  an  American  newfpaper,  adver- 
tifing  a  fine  cargo  of  Irilli  flaves,  ever  read  in  a 
coffce-houfe,  in  London  or  in  Philadelphia,  with- 
I  out 
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out  both  Proteftant  and  Catholic  being  equal  ob- 
jects of  pity  r  Do  fuch  fa^ls  redound  to  the  honour 
of  the  empire  ?  If  they  took  place  in  any  other 
country,  what  would  be  our  opinion  of  its  govern- 
ment ?  It  will  be  found  upon  cooler  re- 
fieclion,  that  to  plead  the  caufe  of  the  Catholic 
is  to  plead  the  caufe  of  the  Protedant ;  to  traduce 
the  one  is  to  fink  iht  other  in  the  public  mind. 
The  Catholic  cannot  be  reduced  to  beggary  and 
dcTpair  without  the  Proteftant  being  ruined. 

 Non  hcflem  inimicaque  caftra 

Argivum,  VLilras  fpes  uritis. 

The  fufferings  of  humanity,  the  flirieks  of  the 
victims  of  coercion,  the  ruins  of  fo  many  noble 
towns,  the  half-confumed  remnants  of  cabins, 
Vv'hich  fkirt  our  high-roads  for  hundreds  of  miles; 
the  naked  familhed  fpe(5tres  of  wiJows,  of  orphans, 
of  helplefs  old  age,  crawling  from  the  ruins,  to  at- 
tract the  eye  of  the  palTengcr ;  are  they  obje6i:s 
lefs  rending  to  the  heart  of  the  Proteftant  than 
of  the  Catholic  ?  will  he  withdraw  his  hand  from 
his  purfe,  or  chide  l;is  weaknefs,  when  he  re- 
fieds  that  they  are  Catholics  ?  will  the  inquiring 
Itranger,  whofe  obfervations  can  furnifh  him  with 
the  means  of  comparifon,  reft  fatisfied  with  this 
bare  affert'.on,  the  tenets  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic religion  are  the  caufe  of  all  this  ?  This  is 
tiie  leaft  dcftruutive  of  five  rebellions  which  they 
have  caufed.  Good  judii-es  of  mankind  will  never 
believe,  that  luch  a  monftrous  mafs  of  wickednefs, 
as  Dr.  Duigenan  defcribes,  has  accumulated  with  all 
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the  fliults  on  one  fide  only,  or  that  in  a  corrupted 
air  there  can  be  a  partial  atmofphere  ;  that  fuch 
deplorable  fcverity  was  neceflary  to  fupport  a 
fyftem  which  had  no  eflential  vice  in  it :  but  if 
he  finds  that  the  authors,  who  write  in  fupport  of 
it,  have  recourfc  to  falfc  aflertions^  and  g'-ofs 
mifreprcfcntations,  what  will  his  opinions  be  then  ? 

Nothing  is  fo  apt  to  make  men  bad,  as  telling 
them  incefllmtly  that  they  are  fo;  if  they  are, 
it  only  irritates  them  to  hear  it;  if  they  are  not, 
a  fenfe  of  injury  and  infuk  may  incite  them  to 
adl  as  if  they  were.  The  wanton  aggravation 
of  the  temper  of  a  people  is  as  much  to  be 
deprecated  as  the  wanton  eiTufion  of  blood,  or 
wafte  of  property.  Such  expreffions,  as  this 
work  is  replete  with,  are  mere  provocations  to 
rage  and  violence,  not  means  either  of  defence 
or  of  offence,  which  is  all  the  mod  inveterate 
warfare  ever  warranted  among  civilized  nations. 
There  are  many,  very  many,  excellent,  mod  cha- 
ritable, mod  libera],  Proteftant  families,  in  Ireland, 
living,  in  peace  and  harmony,  with  their  Roman 
Catholic  neighbourhood  :  in  more  than  two-thirds 
of  its  counties  there  was  no  rebellion.  What 
motives  can  exifl  for  thus  endeavouring  to  in- 
terrupt the  confidence  which,  if  it  ever  was  fuf- 
pended,  is  beginning  to  be  re-eftablifhed  between 
them  ?    Too    many  refpc(ftable  families  have 
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already  turned  their  backs  upon  this  unhappy 
foil,  the  gate  is  open  to  all,  the  pafTage  Ihorc 
which  feparates  them  from  it  for  ever.  The 
world  lies  before  them  j  and,  for  more  than  a 
century,  religious  difTenfions,  the  greateft  curfe 
of  fociety,  have  been  wifely  banilhed  from  every 
other  region  of  it :  do  not  increafe  their  number  f 
do  not  reduce  this  country  to  the  fituation  of  a 
colony  of  flaves  and  drivers ,  do  not  expel  from 
us  the  profits  of  induftry,  the  fruits  of  education. 
Very  few  are  interefted  in  fupporting  fuch  ideas 
as  this  Fair  Reprefentation  contains,  fewer,  ftill, 
would  fupport  them  in  the  face  of  truth;  let  not 
the  intereft  of  the  whole  country,  of  Protcftant  and 
Catholic,  be  facrificed  to  thofe  few.  It  was  once 
a  noble  condition  of  peace  granted,  by  the  Ro- 
mans, to  a  barbarous  nation,  th^t  they  (hould  no 
longer  facrifice  their  own  children  to  their  idols* 
Let  England  make  it  the  condition  of  Union^ 
that  you  fhall  not  facrifice  your  own  fellow-fub- 
jeds  to  the  fpirit  of  party. 

His  comments  upon  the  Hijlcry  cf  Ireland  af- 
ford a  curious  illuftration  of  human  nature,  and 
fhew  that  the  coldeft  and  moft  plodding  mind  may 
be  abfolutely  deprived  of  its  faculties  by  party 
rage ;  it  is  undoubtedly  a  fpecies  of  madnefs, 

53-      JSlo  Jooner   had  the  reformation  been  introduced 
into  Ireland^  which  was  noty  with  any  very  material 


effe^y  til!  the  reign  of  James  L  than  the  natives  and 
theje  EngliftjJettUrs  began  to  unite^  and  form  alliances ; 
their  mutual  enmity  abated^  &c.  Then,  afcer  thir- 
teen lines  in  the  fame  fenfe,  he  fays,  from  fuch  a 
confederacy^  cemented  by  bigotry y  and  inflamed  by  re^ 
ligious  furyy  againfl  their  fellow  fubje^s,  fprung 
Dejmond's  and  Tyrone's  rebellions y  in  the  reign 
t)f  ^een  Elizabeth !  I  fliould  not  have  taken 
notice  of  this  miftake  if  I  had  feen  nothing  in 
it  but  inadvertence. 

Extolling  the  ftrength  of  the  Irifh  Proteftants  PAgei68; 
by  the  fcven  millions  which,  in  the  year  1799,  they 
furnifhed  to  the  exigences  of  theftate;  a  great 
part  of  which  it  was  neceffary  to  borrow  in  Eng- 
land, (a  ftrange  proof  of  ftrength  and  indepen- 
dence,) he  fays,  one  part  in  forty,  only,  of  them, 
Was  or  could  be  paid  by  Irijh  Romanics.  Every 
man  who  contributes  to  the  wealth  of  the  ftate,. 
in  any  manner,  pays  a  portion  of  what  the  ftate  is 
engaged  for :  there  is  not  a  man  who  carries  a 
fpade,  or  works  a  loom ,  not  the  meaneft  Irifh 
peafant,  nor  his  child  but  has  contributed  fome- 
thing  to  thefe  feven  millions,  or  to  the  fecurity  they 
are  raifed  upon,  over  and  above  what  he  has 
paid,  by  indiredl  taxation,  on  foap,  candles,  malt, 
leather,  &g.  Which  would  injure  moft  the  fecurity, 
given  for  thefe  feven  millions,  the  lofs  of  thofe  who, 

as  he  pretends,  polTefs  thirty- nine  parts,  out  of  forty, 
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of  the  property  of  the  country ;  or  the  lofs  of  the 
great  mafsof  Irifh  peafantry  ?  The  country  might 
fubfiit  without  the  former,  and  they  muft  leave 
the  great  fource  of  wealth,  the  territory,  behind 
them  j  but  where  would  the  wealth  be,  if  the 
others  w^ere  loft  ?  If  agriculture  is  allowed  to  be 
the  fource  of  wealth,  in  Ireland,  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics, whom  he  fo  much  defpifes,  contribute  to 
it  ten  to  one  more  than  the  Proteftants,  Wc 
have  all  heard  of  the  members  quarrelling  with 
the  belly,  but  this  is  the  firft  time  I  ever  heard  of 
the  belly  quarrelling  with  the  members,  and  ac- 
cufing  them  of  not  contributing  their  fliare. 


Princes  and  Lords  may  flourifti  or  may  fade, 
A  breath  can  make  them,  as  a  breath  has  made  ; 
But  a  bold  peafantry,  their  country's  pride. 
If  once  dellroyed,  can  never  be  fupplied. 

It  is  a  common  miftake,  to  meafure  the  wealth 
of  a  country  by  thofe  who  poffefs  the  furplus  of 
produce,  over  confumption,  and  to  reckon  for  no- 
thing the  efficient  caufe  of  all  produce.  The 
Poles  and  Ruffians,  who  calculate  their  riches  by 
the  number  of  their  peafants,  come  nearer  to  truth. 

Page  53,  of  this  work,  contains  a  ftriking 
epitome  of  Iriffi  hiftory :  where,  indeed,  there 
is   room  for  meditation.     Speaking  of  four 
3  rebel- 
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rebellions  which  took  place,  from  the  accefTion 
of  Queen  Elizabeth  to  the  revolution  :  Above  half 
of  the  Inhabitants^  at  each  time^  perijhed  by  famine 
and  the  fword  \  multitudes  deferted  the  kingdom^  all 
improvements  were  dejircyed^  the  progrefs  of  indujlry 
was  effeLfually  impeded,  arts  and  /ciences  were 
ban'ijhed,  and  Ireland^  by  fuch  means^  though  inti^ 
mately  connecled  with  the  richeft^  moft  civilize d-^  and 
induftrious y  nation  in  the  world,  is  now  a  century 
behind  the  reft  of  Europe  in  civilization^  and  every 
fpecies  of  valuable  improvement  all  owing  to  the 
fuperftitious  attachment  of  a  confiderable  portion  of 
its  inhabitants  to  the  Romijh  faithy  in  oppofition  to  the 
F  rot  eft  ant  eftabliftoment :  a  large  portion  of  its  na- 
tivesy  all  Romanifts,  is,  by  the  fame  curfe,  continued 
in  a  feml-barbarous  ft  ate,  I  take  this  ftatement 
from  Dr.  Duigenan's  work,  in  his  own  words, 
leaving  out  none  of  them  which  can  alter  tlie 
fenfe  ;  though  it  might  be  made  from  any  hiftory 
of  Ireland  or  England. 

Here,  then,  we  have  difcovered  the  grand  caufe 
of  the  misfortunes  of  Ireland :  not  the  nature  of 
her  connedion  with  England,  from  which,  except 
in  the  regency-bufinefs,  no  inconvenience  has  been 
felt  during  a  century  5  but  in  the  attachment  of 
a  confiderable  portion  of  her  inhabitants  to  the 
Romifb  faith, 
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Butthegreateft  dates  of  Europe,  during  the  fame 
period,  remained  as  fuperftitioufly  attached  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  faith  j  and  their  civilization  and 
induftry,  their  progrefs  in  vahiable  improvement, 
in  arts,  and  in  fcience,  have  been  fuch  as  to  leave 
it  a  matter  of  doubt,  in  reafonable  minds,  whether 
they  have  not  furpafled  England  herfelf.  They 
have  undergone  none  of  thofe  calamities  of  which, 
in  a  few  lines,  he  has  prefented  fo  terrible  a 
pifture.    There  is  nothing  then  in  the  Roman 
Catholic  faith  itfclf,  nor  in  the  attachment  of  ^ 
people  to  it,  which  can  have  been  the  caufe  of 
thefe  misfortunes,  or  of  thisbackwardnefsin  civiliza- 
tion ;  fince,  tried  upon  a  very  large  fcale  in  many 
other  countries,  they  have  no  where  produced 
fuch  dreadful  effecfls.   Neither  the  Roman  Catholic 
faith,  nor  the  fuperftitious  attachment  of  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  inhiibirants  to  it,  would  probably  have 
produced  and  prolonged  barbarity  in  Ireland,  and 
reiterated  depopulation,  if  it  had  never  been  at- 
tempted, not  merely  to  eftablifh,  (that  is  toendow^ 
with  the  church-revenue,  which  the  flate  had  a  right 
to  ufe  as  it  thought  fit),  but,  by  the  operation  of 
fevere  laws,  to  force  io  large  a  proportion  of  popu- 
lation to  abandon  that  religion  to  which  they  were 
fo  obftinately  attached,  and  take  up  another  in 
its  place.    If  we  feek  in   hiftory  for  ufeful  in- 
formation, and  not  for  ftimulants  to  party  rage, 
may  not  fuch  a  conclufion  be  fairly  drawn  ?  The 
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fame  evils  were  fprending  faft  in  Scotland  fron* 
the  fame  caufe  i  the  canfe  was  removed,  the  evil§ 
ceafed,  and  Scotland  has,  ever  fince,  been  in  a 
progrefTive  ftate  of  improvement.  During  near  a 
hundred  years,  Germany  was  verging  fift  to  bar- 
barity and  depopulation  from  the  lame  caufe,  it 
was  removed,  and  Germany  has,  ever  fmce,  been 
in  a  progreflive  ftate  pf  improvement. 

Nor  have  I  ever  perceived,  nor  heard,  that  any 
feligious  animofity  remains,  or  mingles,  in  any 
degree,  with  national  rivality,  or  added  any  thing 
to  the  unavoidable  c^fpcrity  of  war  l^etwecn  the 
Auftrian^  and  PrufTians. 

The  grandefi:  confederacy  the  world  ever  beheld, 
OV\  the  wifdom  of  whofe  inftitutions  the  ftatefmen 
of  every  other  nation,  and  our  own,  are  obliged  to 
found  the  rudiments  of  the  fcience  they  profefs, 
fufFered  under  the  evils  which  all  of  us  complain 
of,  and  applied  fuccefsfully  the  remedy  which 
we  fupplicate,  the  wifdom  and  humanity  of  the 
legiflaturc  to  grant  to  us,  and  to  the  Britifli  empire, 

Dr.Duigenan  afks  for  an  inftanceof  indifcriminatc 
advancement  of  Catholic  and  Proteftant,  in  a  po- 
pular ftate,  with  defiance  to  produce  it.  The 
empire  of  Germany,  compofed  of  fome  defpotic, 
^nd  fome  free  ftates,  cannot  in  the  aggregate  be 
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called  a  defpotic  ftarc.  Is  it  not  rather,  if  the  ex» 
predion  may  be  iifed,  a  republic  of  lovereigns  i 
It  confifts  of  a  vait  number  of  equal  and  inde- 
pendent members,  under  a  chief  of  their  own 
choofing,  governed  by  laws  of  their  own  making, 
deliberating  and  deciding  by  fuffrage  according  to 
thofe  laws  upon  their  common  intcrcft.  The 
members  v^ho  compole  the  diet  of  the  empire  are 
in  that  capacity  no  more  than  the  members  who 
compofe  our  houfe  of  peers.  What  miy  be  their 
rights  in  their  c-:v/i  eftates,  does  not  alter  their  na- 
ture th:re,  no  more  than  it  would  that  of  fome  of 
our  peers,  if  the  fovereignties  which  exifted  in  their 
families  had  remained  in  them.  Surely  the  influ- 
ence of  the  Pope,  and  the  incompatibility  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion  might  be  more  reafon- 
ably  dreaded  in  this  vaft  and  free  afTociation  than 
among  us.  Yet  the  late  Prince  of  Heflc  CaflcJ, 
or  the  Eltclor  of  Saxony,  loft  none  of  their 
rights  in  that  free  ftate^  by  adopting  the  opinions 
xhcy  thought  proper. 

I  do  not  knov.'  whether  the  Doflor  will  allow 
the  American  ilates  to  come  within  the  pale  of 
Chriftendom..  He  looks  quite  through  the  con- 
fciences  of  men,  and  his  decifions  are  abfolute 
upon  that  fubjedl.  America,  with  the  experience 
of  the  world,  and  her  own,  (for  fhe  began  by 
religious  perfecucion,)  and  with  men  reputed  wife^ 
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to  turn  it  to  her  nfe,  avoided  the  evils  we  are  fpeak- 
ing  of,  though  fhe  had  within  her  territory  more 
different  religions  than  any  nation  in  the  world  j  by 
putting  them  all  on  an  equal  footing.  It  is  pre- 
fumptuous  to  interfere  with  the  education  of  the 
learned  Doclor,  but  I  recommend  to  his  perufal 
the  declaration  of  the  dates  of  Virginia  on  that  fub- 
jedl.  If  any  thing  could  be  expeded  from  his 
candour,  where  the  means  of  exadl  information 
are  not  immediately  at  hand,  many  other  inftances 
might  be  produced  among  the  free  towns  of  Ger- 
many, Ofnaburg,  Frankfort  on  the  Main,  <5cc. 

This  affertion,  I  believe,  may  be  rifked,  and  a 
flight  review  of  Europe  will  fuffice  to  confirm  it — 
every  ftate  is  backward,  and  has  fuffered  in  civili- 
zation and  improvement,  in  proportion  to  the  exr 
^ent  and  feverity  of  its  penal  laws  againfb  fubjefrs 
of  a  different  religious  perfuafion. 

In  his  obfervations  upon  thofe  which  England 
has  enaded,  and  of  which  he  makes  fo  very  lights 
as  men  generally  do  of  what  they  do  not  feel,  he 
leaves  out  many  of  the  moft  humiliating,  and  infult 
has  a  worfe  effe<5l  in  fociety,  than  injury.  It  is 
true,  moft  of  them,  through  the  generofity  of  the 
legiflature,  have  been  repealed,  but  the  fpiric 
which  they  fo  long  maintained,  can  fubfide  but  by 
degrees :  the  fea  is  not  calm  as  foon  as  the  wind 
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ceafes  to  rage.  There  ftill  remains  enougfi  id 
make  two  H^parate  clalFes  in  the  ftate,  which  is  the 
word  efTed  they  ever  had.  If  a  few  obfervations 
are  made  upon  them  here,  it  is  only  to  take  notice 
of  fome  political  opinions  advanced  by  Dr.  Duige- 
nan  which  appear  very  erroneous. 

His  comparifon  of  the  tenure,  by  which  farms 
are  generally  held  in  England,  is  not  a  fair  one. 
Farms,  brought  to  their  full  perfection,  may  be 
held  profitably  by  a  fliort  or  uncertain  leafe. 
But  farms,  which  fometimes  require  nearly  the  va- 
lue of  the  fee  to  make  them  profitable,  as  was 
the  cafe  in  Ireland,  when  the  law  preventing  Catho- 
lics from  taking  leafes  of  lives  was  enabled,  can 
only  be  cultivated  by  a  landlord,  who  has  capital 
and  means,  or  a  tenant  who  had  a  long  intereft' 
in  thtm.  Therefore  thofe  laws  were  faid  to  hav(* 
impeded  the  improve niient  of  the  foil. 

Pa^e  132.  The  law  which  gave  the  fee  of  the  father's  eftatcf 
to  his  fon,  for  becoming  a  Proteftant,  he  fays,  was 
conformable  to  the  law  of  nature^  and  the  common 
law  of  the  land ;  and  the  law  which  held  out  the 
cftate  of  the  family  to  be  gravelled,  unlefs  the 
cider  brother  became  a  Proteftant,  he  fays,  is  far 
from  being  a  hardjhipy  and  is  itfelf  fair  and 
equal.    Suppofe  twenty  Proteftant  families  fubjcft 
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to  the  fame  uncercainty  of  inheritance,  unlefs 
they  become  Roman  Catholics ;  will  it  then  be  fo 
hard  to  conceive  what  made  property  infecure? 

The  laws  which  prevented  tradefmen  from  rc-  Page  135. 
alizing  their  fortunes  in  land,  he  gravely  tells  us, 
tended  to  extend  trade y  rather  than  to  confine  it.  It  is 
generally  underftood,  that  the  beft  encouragement 
to  trade  is  fecurity  of  poirefTion^  and  total  liberty  in 
the  difpofal  of  the  capital  which  it  may  acquire.  As 
the  learned  DofVor  has  written  profefledly  for  the 
inftrudion  of  minifters,  we  may  hear  of  a  law  to  en- 
courage trade  in  London,  by  which  no  merchant  in 
that  city  fhall  be  allowed  to  purchafe  land.  Per- 
haps, if  he  had  taken  notice  of  the  law  empowering 
any  man  to  take  a  Roman  Catholic's  horfe  for  five 
pounds,  he  might  have  found,  it  encouraged  the 
breed  of  ufeful  common  cattle  3  or  that  the  fta- 
tute  of  7th  James  ift.  empowering  any  ma- Cap.  6, 
giftrate  to  take  a  Roman  Catholic's  wife,  and  keep 
her  in  prifon  unlefs  he  paid  ten  pounds  a  month 
for  her,  or  redeemed  her  by  paying  a  third  of  his 
property,  was  an  ufeful  trial  of  conjugal  affedion; 
or  that  the  (latute  by  which  a  barrifter,  attorney, 
or  foliciror,  marrying  a  woman  of  the  Popifh  re- 
ligion, fliail  be  deemed  a  Papift,  was  meant  merely 
as  a  compliment  to  the  gallantry,  tender  acquicf- 
cence,  and  complying  fenfibility  of  thofe  pro- 
fcfTions :  perhaps  too  he  may  fee  in  the  cxclufion  of 
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Roman  Catholics  from  parliament  and  the  high 
offices  of  ftate,  a  falutary  curb  to  ambition. 

With  regard  to  the  obfliacles  dated,  in  the  Cajecf 
Ireland Reconfidered^  to  have  been  formerly  in  the  way 
of  the  education  of  the  lower  orders  of  the  people  in 
Ireland,  I  fliall  only  obrerve,that  by  every  nccount, 
almoft  all  the  peafantry  are  Roman  Catholics. 
No  Roman  Catholic  could  keep  a  fchoo},  but  in- 
deed, if  a  Proteftant  came  and  chofe  to  fet  up  one 
amidft  this  Roman  Catholic  peafantry,  they  might 
fend  their  children  to  it.  Government  eftablifhed 
fchools  for  the  gratiJitous  education  of  the  poor. 
Page  128. but  Roman  Catholics  were  excluded  from  them: 
there  is  one  univerfity  in  Ireland ;  Roman  Catholics 
could  not  take  degrees  in  it:  and  they  v;ere  pro- 
hibited by  law  from  fceking  education  abroad.  A 
great  degree  of  ignorance  and  prejudice  muft  have 
exifled  am^ong  a  people  fo  circumftanced.  Pene- 
trated, as  I  mod  fmcerely  am,  with  the  deepeO: 
fenfe  of  gratitude  for  the  indulgences  lately  ex- 
tended to  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland,  by  go- 
vernment, and  its  prtfcnt  paternal  attention  to  the 
education  of  its  fubjeds,  it  is  with  the  greateft 
pain  that,  in  fpeaking  of  the  remaining  efFed, 
I  have  found  myfelf  obliged  to  recur  to  the  caufe 
which  happily  no  longer  exifts.  I  (hould  not  have 
^lone  it  in  the  prcfent  inftance,  but  for  the  charge 
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of  dire^l  falfeliood  contained  in  Dodor  Duigenan's 
Fair  Reprefentation, 

Among  his  many  erroneous  notions  of  govern- 
fnent,  I  mult  take  notice  of  a  ilioft  dangerous 
abufe  of  an  undeniable  principle,  which,  if  it  ever 
gained  admittance,  would  inftantly  overturn  every 
foundation  of  Britifh  law  and  Britifli  liberty. 
Page  208,  arguing  in  the  fame  ftrain  as  in  the 
rett  of  his  book,  for  the  juftice  and  necelTity  of 
the  exclufion  of  two-thirds  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Ireland,  he  fays,  property  is  on  the  fide  of  the  Pro- 
tdJlantSy  as  thirty -nine  to  one  they  have^  therefore^ 
though  the  Jynaller  number ^  a  right  to  govern  the  greats 
er,  by  the  principles  of  the  Britifh  confiitution.  But, 
by  deducing  from  this,  a  right  in  the  majority  of 
property,  to  exclude,  by  any  law,  the  minority,  does 
he  not  perceive  that  he  dellroys  the  very  principle 
by  which  the  decifions  of  the  majority  are  deemed 
binding  on  the  whole  ?  The  decifions  of  the  ma- 
jority carry  weight  only  as  an  efficient  and  pre- 
ponderating part  of  the  whole.  Suppofe  the  fame 
principle,  or  rather  abufe  of  principle,  admitted 
into  the  houfes  of  parliament.  If  every  majority, 
as  fuch,  could  pretend  to  this  fame  right  of  govern- 
ing, to  the  exclufion  of  the  minority  from  par- 
ticipation in  debate,  power  would  foon  be  con- 
centrated in  a  very  fmall  number.  The  principle,  of 
power  deriving  from  property,  is  abandoned,  where 
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property  is  formally  excluded.  He  introduces 
alfo  (page  loi)  aflrange  confticutional  dodlrine,  by 
denying  to  the  king  of  England  a  right  to  give  his 
royal  alTent  to  a  biil  for  the  relief  of  his  Roman 
Catholic  fubje6ls^  becaufe  he  has  taken  an  oath  to 
maintain  the  Proteftant  reformed  religion  efta- 
blilhed  by  law.  But  Judge  Blackftone,  whofe  au- 
thority Dr.  Duigenan  will  not  difpute^  fays,  that 
the  parliament,  of  which  the  king  is  an  efficient 
part,  may  even  change  the  religion  of  the  country. 
Great  as  my  refped  for  an  oath  is,  I  can  conceive 
no  engagement  which  may  not  be  diflblved  by  the 
fulJ,  fair,  and  unequivocal  confent  of  the  parties 
contrading,  and  all  other  interefted  parties.—- 
But  this  is  entirely  foreign  to  the  prefent 
queftion.  Whatever  may  be  the  law  of  the  land,  to 
which  his  majefty,  in  his  legiflative  capacity,  has 
given,  or  may  hereafter  give,  his  royal  alTent^  ac- 
cording to  that  law,  has  his  majefty  fworn  to  main- 
tain the  Proteftant  reformed  religion.  But  no 
part  of  the  coronation  oath  takes  from  his  majefty 
the  power  of  giving  his  royal  aflent  to  any  law 
which  the  interefts  of  his  fubjedls  may  require, 
and  the  wifdom  of  his  parliament  propofe.  The 
rights  and  civil  exiftence  of  the  Roman  Catholics, 
their  fair  fhare  in  the  advantages  of  the  Britifli 
conftitution,  are  not  among  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  the  bijhops  and  clergy  ^  or  of  the  church  of  England 
committed  to  their  care.  The  Roman  Catholics  feek 
for  nothing  contrary  to  the  prefervation  of  the 
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doEhiney  worjhipy  difcipliney  and  government  thereof. 
That  oath  by  which  Dr.  Duigcnan,  with  his  iifual 
depth  of  argument,  affirms,  that  the  fovereigns  of 
Great  Britain  are  bound  to  exclude  their  Roman 
Catholic  fubjedls  from  parliament,  was  taken  by  the 
fovereigns  of  Great  Britain,  before  Roman  Catho- 
lics were  excluded  from  parliament  in  Ireland.  The 
oath  is  of  the  iftof  William  jd.  the  ad  which  ex- 
cludes them  of  the  3d. 

Innumerable  other  errors  and  contradidlions 
might  be  detected  in  the  courfc  of  this  Fair 
Reprejentation ;  but  I  fear  I  have  already  pre- 
fumed  too  far  upon  the  patience  of  my  readers. 
After  this  torrent  of  abufe,  after  calling  them 
blood-thirfty  traitors,  and  all  that  rage  can  fug- 
ged. Dr.  Duigenan  now  affumes  a  conciliatory 
tone,  affures  us,  that  Roman  Catholics  are  good 
inofFchfive  kind  of  beings,  taken  feparately,  even 
capable  of  maintaining  the  relations  of  peace  and 
amity  in  common  life;  he  extols  the  charity  and  for- 
bearance of  Proteftants,  (of  which  he  himfelf  is 
an  example)  and  tells  us,  they  mix  in  fociety  and^*^* 
frequently  intermarry.  They  do  thank  God,  but 
they  do  not  entertain  any  fuch  opinion  of  each 
other  as  he  would  inculcate,  or  what  fort  of  fociai 
intercourfe  could  be  cxpeded?  I  am  fure,  if  I  were 
a  Roman  Catholic  young  lady,  I  would  as  foon 
marry  Blue  Beard,  as  a  man  who  profeffed  fuch 
an  opinion  of  mc. 
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It  may  not,  perhaps,  be  uninfl:ru6i:ive  to  givd 
a  fhort  continuation  of  the  political  and  nnoral 
hiftory  of  Ireland,  from  another  and  a  greater 
authority. 

During  the  period,  and  tinder  the  fydem  which 
produced  thefe  four  rebeliions-,  attended  with  con- 
fifcation,  and  wafte,  and  depopulation,  by  famine^ 
fire,  and  fword,  and  all  the  mffery  which  has  been 
fo  truly  defcribed  j  and  a  fifth  rebellion,  whofc 
efTedls  need  not  be  defcribed,  "  Ireland,  in  words 

imputed  to  Mr.  Pitt  in  his  firfl  fpeech  upon  the 
"  Union,  felt  the  narrow  policy  of  Great  Britain, 
*^  who,  influenced  by  views  of  trade  and  commer- 

cial  advantage,  and  tainted  and  perverted  with 

felfifli  motives,  had  treated  her  with  partiality  and 
"  negled",  and  never  looked  upon  her  growth  and 

profperity  as  the  growth  and  profperity  of  the 
"  empire  at  large."  May  I  be  allowed,  non pqffibus 
^quisy  to  follow  this  great  man  and  finiili  the  pic- 
ture ?  Lamentable  as  this  fituation  is,  it  is  not  alL 
There  was  yet  another,  and  a  deeper  curfe  in  re- 
fcrve  for  Ireland.  In  every  other  country,  do- 
meftic  union  would  have  been  the  confequencc 
of  fuch  external  opprefTion;  it  is  the  precious 
jewel  in  the  head  of  adverfity.  Ireland  had 
to  fufFer  for  ages,  not  only  from  the  narrow 
policy,  the  taint,  and  pervcrfion,  of  felfifh 
motives  in  England  j  but  the  fame  narrow 
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policy,  the  fimie  fclfidi  motives,  embittered  by 
the  fouler  taint,  and  more  inveterate  pcTverfion 
of  religious  bigotry,  weakly  felt  by  fonie,  and 
wickedly  feigned  by  others,  made  a  part  of  her 
people  at  home  not  only  look  with  jealoufy  upon 
the  growth  and  profperity  of  the  people  at  large, 
but  made  that  party  confider  them  as,  fo  far  from 
the  growth  and  profperity  of  the  kingdom,  that  ^ 
code  of  laws  was  enabled,  whofe  natural  and  dire6t 
tendency  was  to  prevent  and  keep  them  down. 
Whatever  buds  of  profperity  the  power  of  nature 
forced  through  this  ungenial  foil,  were  blafted  in 
the  ftorms,  fuch  elements  prepared,  or  fwept  away 
from  the  furface  of  the  earth  by  the  fcythe  of  war, 
in  five  full  harvefts  of  civil  difcord.  The  confti- 
tution  of  the  country  was  undermined  by  the  flow 
chronical  diftemper  of  its  own  fyftem,  and  rack- 
ed by  its  periodical  convulfions,  at  the  fame  time 
that  we  are  told,  it  was  overlooked  by  the  jealous 
and  malignant  eye  of  England. 

The  confequence,  the  wealth,  the  genius,  the  hopes, 
every  moral,  every  political  virtue,  withered  under 
this  middle  regimen,  to  which  fhe  was  delivered 
over;  at  equal  diftance  between  the  welfare  of  Ire- 
land and  of  England,  defrauding  both  of  the  fair  por- 
tion defigned  for  them  by  nature  :  England  of  the 
improved  ftrength  of  all  herfubjedls,  Ireland  of  the 
f  cjual  proteftion  of  her  fovereign.  Like  the  middle 
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man  between  the  cultivator  and  the  proprietor, 
countera6ling  the  fertility  of  our  foil,  withholding 
from  the  landlord  the  fair  produce  of  property, 
from  the  peafant  the  fair  reward  of  induflry. 
Who  are  thefe  great  middlemen  between  us  and 
England?  who  have  grown  great  and  rich  under 
this  fyftem,  who  have  fyftematically  kept  us  weak 
and  poor  ?  who  oppofe  a  change  of  it  ?  Who  ad- 
vife  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  to  truft  them, 
the  very  men  who  have  always  declared  they  would 
grant  them  nothing,  rather  than  truft  England,  who 
has  granted  them  almoft  every  tiling  ?  There  are 
evidently  then  to  the  attentive  mind  two  great 
caufes  of  jealoufy  and  difcontent  in  Ireland,  each 
feparately  fufficient  to  ruin  any  nation.  No  man  can 
reafon  well  upon  the  ftate  of  this  country,  who 
does  not  keep  them  diftindlly  in  his  mind.  How 
far  they  depend  upon  the  nature  of  her  connection 
with  England,  enough  has  been  faid  and  written 
in  both  countries  to  form  an  opinion.  A  tolerably 
accurate  calculation  might  be  made,  (it  would  be  a 
curious  and  inftrudive  one,)  of  the  immenfe  fums 
of  money,  which  the  fyftem  by  which  Ireland  has 
hitherto  been  held  has  coft,  pofitively  :  and  of  the 
immenfe  negative  loflcs  it  has  occafioned  in  popu- 
lation, cultivation,  trade,  manufacture,  and  civili- 
zation. What  is  the  reafon  that  Ireland,  with  all 
her  natural  advantages,  is  this  day  in  fo  wretched  a 
fitu^tion  ?  Why  is  (he  not  as  rich;^  as  induftrious,  as 
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well  afFecled,  and  as  happy  as  England  ?  The  re- 
ligion of  her  people  is  not  the  caiife  of  it,  becaufc 
that  religion  has  been  tried  every  where,  and  has 
produced  fuch  efFeds  no  where.  It  is  not  elfcntially 
in  the  difference  of  religion  which  prevails  there  2 
that  difference,  managed  with  wifdom  and  temper^ 
has  ccafed  for  a  century  and  a  half  to  produce  fuch 
effects  in  any  other  country.  That  difference  ex- 
ifled  in  America:  flie  had  the  advantage  of  form- 
ing a  conflitution  for  herfelf,  flie  enadled  no  partial 
laws,  and  the  difference  of  religions  has  no  bad  ef- 
fects. I  have  often  wondered  how  that  maxim,  as 
weak  as  it  is  wicked,  that  Divide  et  imperuy  could 
ever  have  been  mentioned  as  a  principle  of  poli- 
tics, how  it  came  to  be  fo  often  attributed  to  one  of 
the  wifeft  politicians  that  ever  exiffed,  who  repro- 
bates it  in  the  ftrongeft  terms.  It  may  eftablifh^ 
it  is  true,  an  intriguing  influence  in  an  enemies 
ftate,  but  in  the  heart  of  our  own  ftates  it  can  pro- 
duce nothing  but  weaknefs  and  ruin* 

Ought  not  the  moft  Inordinate  craving  for  ca- 
lumny be  wearied,  at  leaff,  if  it  cannot  be  fatiated, 
by  the  afperfions  which,  in  the  courfe  of  this  Fair 
Reprefentation^  have  been  fo  laviffily  and  unremit- 
tingly thrown  upon  fo  many  of  the  living  ?  Muff 
the  laff,  filent,  facred,  afylum,  where  misfortune 
has  a  right  to  reft  s  muff  the  tomb  itfelf  be  forced 
open  to  infult  the  aflies  of  the  dead,  and  not  of 
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the  vulgar  dead,  nor  of  thofe  whofe  memory  may 
be  placed,  by  party  fpirit,  in  a  doubtful  light ;  but 
of  an  unfortunate,  an  univerfally  lamented  mo- 
narch, of  whofe  memory  the  general  fliock  of  par- 
ties has  produced  but  one  unfair  report  ?  The 
moft  fanguinary  and  envenomed  purfuers  of  Louis 
XVI,  never  did,  in  the  phrenzy  of  their  rage, 
utter  againft  him  fuch  an  accufation  as  the  pen  of 
Dr.  Duigenan  has  recorded.  Rabaud,  Barnave ; 
none  of  the  French  Proteflants  who  took  the  lead 
in  the  moft  violent  period  of  the  revolution,  ever 
accufed  Louis  XVL  of  a  perfecuting  fpirit.  But 
read  the  words  of  Fair  Reprejentation  :  (p.  7?,)  Till 
the  di[folution  of  the  monarchy^  the  French  FroteftantSy 
in  the  true  fpirit  of  Popery ^  werey  with  fire,  fwordy 
and  galleys,  particularly  in  hanguedoc^  continued  to 
he  hunted  like  wild  heafls.  Ye  true  friends  to  go- 
vernment and  to  religion  be  not  afliamed  of  your 
feelings,  do  not  condemn  the  tear  that  ftarts  into 
your  eye,  when  that  fatal  fubverfion  of  the  altar 
and  the  throne  is  recalled  to  your  memory. 

This  affertion  is  utterly  falfe.  Let  him  produce 
a  fingle  inftance  where  the  houfe  or  property  of  a 
Proteftant  was  burned,  his  perfon  molefted  by  the 
fword  or  the  galleys  for  his  religion  in  Langudoc, 
or  any  other  part  of  the  French  ftate,  during  the 
reign  of  Louis  XVL  His  abhorrence  of  religious 
perfecution  is-  well  known  5  his  defirc  to  reign 
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equally  over  all  liis  fubjeds,  by  extending  to  all 
of  them  the  equal  advantage  of  his  laws.  The 
number  of  Proteftarjts  advanced  to  the  firli  honors 
under  him,  and  his  grandfather  is  well  known. 
The  order  of  merit  infliituted  for  them  exifled  till 
every  order  was  dedioyed  at  the  revolution.  Who, 
that  took  any  intereft  in  the  affairs  of  Europe, 
docs  not  remember  the  parental  folicitude,  the 
perfonal  a6liviry  of  that  excellent  fovereign,  for 
the  welfare  of  his  Proteftant  fubjects  ?  The  pro- 
ceedings on  that  occafion,  the  manner  in  which 
the  parliament  of  Paris  were  confulted;  many  of 
the  prelates  and  peers  who  took  a.  lead  in  that 
bufinefs  are  now  in  London;  the  unufual  fummon- 
ing  of  the  peers  of  France  form  one  of  the  mod 
remarkable  epochs  in  its  modern  hiftory. 

The  Proteftant  towns  of  Nimes,  Montpellier, 
Bezier,  &c.  were  among  the  moft  flourifhing 
of  France. 

Who  is  now  fo  ignorant  of  the  hiftory  of  the 
revolution,  as  not  to  know  that  the  Proteftants  of 
France  were  members  of  the  Notables  in  1787,  of 
the  ftates  general  of  France,  convened  by  Louis 
XVLini789. 

^he  Proteftants  of  Languedoc  were  hunted  like  wild 
heaftsy  with  fire^  /word,  and  the  galleys  ;  in  the  true 
Jpirit  of  Popery  till  the  dijfolution  cf  the  monarchy  ! 
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Who  now  can  connplain  of  calumny  or  mifre- 
prefentation  ? — Who  would  not  condemn  his  picy 
as  a  weaknefs,  and  chide  his  nature  for  it,  if  he 
muft  feel  it,  when  he  fees  the  head  of  a  rehgion, 
which  could  inculcate  fuch  a  fpirit,  dragged  from 
place  to  place,  an  objeft  of  infuk  and  derifion  to 
the  ferocious  commiffaries  of  the  French  republic  ? 
Who  would  dare  to  vindicate  the  memory  of  a 
monarch  who  could  v£t  in  fuch  a  fpirit  r — Once 
more  it  is  falfe  I — but  all  Ensjliflimen  have  not 
adopted  the  opinions  of  the  Author  of  Fair 
Reprefdntation,* 

May  this  be  a  falutary  leflbn  to  thofe  who  may 
be  tempted  to  give  way  to  the  fatal  impulfe  of 
party  fpirit ;  here  they  may  fee  to  what  incon- 
fiderate  lengths  it  will  hurry  the  mofl:  confiderate 
minds.  What  an  enemy  it  is  to  individual  hap- 
pinefs;  what  ravages  it  makes  in  focietyj  what 
tears,  what  blood  muft  be  placed  to  its  account  ! 
Let  thofe  v/hofe  fouls  are  not  hardened  in  guilt 
be  now  forewarned,  that  on  earrh  there  is  no 
more  dreadful  fituadon  than  that  of  a  good  and 
feelingman^  who  has  been  impelled  by  this  infernal 

*  The  epitaph  of  Arretino,  who  got  his  bread  by  defa- 
mation, was, — Di  tutti  fuor  di  die  male  dicendo,  rculando  H 
dicendo  non  lo  conorco  : 

On  every  one,  but  God,  he  heap'd  abufe. 
And  him — I  know  him  not — was  his  excufe. 
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fpirlt  to  die  perpetration  of  a  cruel  or  a  mean 
aLtion, — the  moment  of  reflexion  is  terrible  in-  ' 
Jeedj — the  contempt  of  mankind, — the  upbraid- 
jngs  of  confcience, — the  horror  of  futurity. 

Virtutcm  videant,  intabefcantque  rcli^la. 

Persius. 

In  all  the  Do6lor's  fuppofitions  of  the  compara- 
tive numbersof  Proteflants  and  Roman  Catholics,* 

I  have 

*  I  intended  here  to  have  added  a  note,  for  which  I  was 
Indebted  to  the  refearches  of  a  mofl  intelligent  friend,  con- 
taining a  deep  invefligation  of  this  matter,  and  a  very  ample 
refutation  of  tliC  four  reafons  by  which  Dr.  Duigenan  fupports 
his  own  ne^  opinion  in  oppofition  to  the  official  reports  of 
government.  The  fabjedl  exceeding  the  bounds  of  a  note, 
he  has  been  prevailed  upon  to  publifli  it  feparately*  This  is 
not  the  only  occafion  I  have  had  of  remarking  the  abfolute  con- 
tradictions of  Dr.  Duigenan's  alTsrtions  upon  the  fame  fub- 
jedts,  in  the  courfe  of  a  few  months. — In  his  anfwer  to  Mr. 
Grattun  p.  io8.  he  fays  the  tax  on  one  hearth  is  two  ihil- 
lings ;  he  fays  it  comes  to  four-pence  a  head,  confequently 
fuppofes  lix  perfons,  but  in  Fair  Reprefentation,  235 — he  fays 
not  more  than  four  if  fo  many  fliould  be  allowed. 

P.  235,  he  mentions  Mr.  Bufhe  as  a  member  of  the  Irifh 
houfe  of  commons,  but  forgets  that  he  was  alfo  a  member  of  the 
revenue-board  :  and  that,  in  his  inquiry  into  the  population  of 
Ireland,  he  adled  officially  and  had  an  opportunity  of  confulting 
all  the  documents  which  government  had  coUeded  on  the 
fubjeft. 

P.  236,  when  he  founds  his  own  opinion  in  oppofition  to 
Mr.Bulhe,  and  Mr.  Chambers,  upon  the  difproportion  of  the 
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I  have  mod  readily  acquiefced,  to  avoid  interrup- 
tion, though  I  believe  any  man  who  knows  Ireland 
knows  them  to  be  unfounded.  The  argument 
of  numbers,  ftrong  as  it  is,  is  but  an  argument  of 
expediency,  r.ddrelTed  to  politicians  whofe  lefs 
extent; 7c  minds  reach  not  b'eyond  the  ignorant 
prejcnt  time.  This  is  not  a  mere  queftion  of 
arithmetic,  nor  a  problem,  of  what  is  the  exadl 

increafe  of  population  In  England  and  in  Ireland  during  the 
lall  hundred  years  ;  he  takes  no  notice  that  Ireland  liad  jull 
before  the  commencement  of  that  period,  been  neaily  depopu- 
lated by  four  dreadful  rebellions ;  that  fhe  was  filling  up  an 
unnaturrJ  void,  created  by  war,  famine,  and  peftilence,  in  her 
population ;  while  England  was  only  proceeding  in  her 
natural  progreffion. 

In  his  comparifon  of  the  number  of  Proteftants  to  Roman 
Catholics,  in  which  he  contradicts  the  bell  government  au- 
thorities ;  which  allow  them  to  be  at  leaft  three  to  one,  he  in- 
cludes among  the  former,  all  the  other  diffenters,  who  are  at 
leail  as  numerous  as  the  members  of  the  Church  of  England. 

From  the  beft  authorities  it  appears  certain,  that, 
Ireland    this    day    contains    more    than  four 

MILLIONS  OF  inhabitants- — THAT  THREE  MILLIONS  OJ" 

THESE  ARE  ROMAN  CATHOLICS  THAT  NOT  MORE  THAN 

HALF   OF   THE   REMAINING   MILLION  ARE  PROTESTANTS 

OF  THE  CHURCH  OF  ENGLAND.  Dr  .  D  U  I  G  EN  A  N 's  G  R  O  S  S 

ATTACK  UPON  THE  COLLEGE  OF  MAYNOGTH  HAS  BEEN 
PEFUTED,  WITH  ALL  THE  EVIDENCE  OF  POSITIVE  FACTS 
AGAINST  UNFOUNDED  ASPERSIONS,  BY  Dr.  FlOOD,  A 
MEMBER    OF   THAT  COLLEGE. 
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proportion  of  fubjedls  who  may  be  put  under  ex- 
clufive  laws.  When  we  addrefs  the  Britifh  nation, 
eminent  for  its  juftice,  beyond  any  that  ever  ap- 
peared upon  the  face  of  the  earth ;  indebted  for 
its  wealth,  its  power,  and  its  reputation,  to  that 
virtue  more  than  to  all  its  other  qualities :  to 
that  nation  we  reprefent,  that  if  but  one  Tingle  in- 
dividual laboured  unneceflarily,  under  the  griev- 
ances of  which  we  complain,  he  would,  with  as 
much  confidence,  appeal  to  his  God,  and  to  his 
country,  as  do,  whofe  caufe  is  the  caufe  of 
millions.  The  meafure  of  Britifh  juRice  never 
was  the  (Irength  of  thofe  who  applied  for  it. 
To  thofe  great  men,  who  are  wife,  not  cunning, 
ftatefmen,  we  humbly  reprefent  that  juftice  is 
expediency.  The  power  which  is  founded  on 
terror  and  coercion  is  uncertain  and  unproduc- 
tive. The  real  ftrength  of  every  ftate  is  in  the 
general  attachment  of  its  fubjedls ;  and  partial 
government,  cannot  be  expe6led  to  produce 
general  attachment.  If  we  -have  humbled  our- 
felves  fo  far  as  to  abjure  formally  the  fouleft 
tenets,  which  never  entered  into  the  belief  of 
your  forefathers,  nor  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
church  ;  tenets  which,  in  fpite  of  the  affertions 
of  modern  Deifts,  all  the  world  knows  never 
were  in  the  creed  of  any  religion  :  if  we  are 
ready  to  abjure  every  do6lrine  which  can  interfere 
with  the  power  of  the  ftate :  if  the  few,  who  argue 
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ftill  upon  a  fyftem  whofe  fallacy  has  long  been 
avowed,  are  obliged  to  ivc  rec  '  rfe  to  luch  mif- 
conflrudions  as  are  here  expofed^  we  truft  that 
Qur  king  and  our  countrynnen  v  ill  relieve  us  from 
the  grievous  fituation  in  which  we  are  placed,  by 
being  thus  iT^ade  a  feparate  nation  among  his 
majefly's  fubjeds. 

I  have  thus  attempted  to  expofe  the  fallacy 
of  Dr.  Duigenan's  arguments.  If  any  perfons 
ftill  feel  inclined  to  rely  on  his  authority,  let  them 
recolle61:,  that  the  whole  of  his  Fair  Reprefenta-- 
tion''  is  an  abfolute  contradi6l:ion  to  that  opinion 
which  he,  but  lately,  fo  openly  profefled,  when 
he  bade  Britifti  fenators  * 

Mark  him,  and  write  his  fpeeches  in  their  Books. 

SH  A  K  ESFE  ARE. 

That,  ' 

If  the  Jrijh  were  one  people  with  thi  Britifl)  nation^ 
"  it  would  not  he  necejfary^  for  the  fafety  of  the  Britijh 
"  empire  at  large^  to  curb  Romanifis  by  any  cxclufive 
law  whatever^* 

*  Mr.  Addlngton's  Speech,  p.  29.    Mr.  Douglas,  p.  pg* 

Londo^i  Edit* 

THE  END, 
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